SOUTH OGDEN CITY
PLANNING COMMISSION BRIEFING MEETING MINUTES

January 14, 2016
Council Chambers, City Hall
5:30 P.M.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT
Chair Todd Heslop, Commissioners Mike Layton, Steve Pruess, Chris Hansen, Raymond
Rounds, Susan Stewart, and John Bradley

STAFF PRESENT
City Planner Mark Vlasic and City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov

The briefing meeting began at 5:36 pm. Chair Todd Heslop indicated they would discuss
items according to their order on the agenda.

City Planner Mark Vlasic began the discussion by talking about the Form Based Code. Staff
had been made aware of a flier that had been distributed through the neighborhoods
criticizing the Form Based Code and its effects on the neighborhood. Mr. Vlasic addressed
some of the concerns and let the Commissioners know that they could modify the proposed
code if they felt they should. He also said he would preface the public hearing on the code
with a short presentation on what the Form Based Code was. City Recorder Leesa
Kapetanov also explained there would be another public hearing next month on changing
the zoning in conjunction with the Form Based Code.

Chair Heslop then took the opportunity to introduce new Planning Commissioner Susan
Stewart.

Mr. Vlasic next talked about the Water Efficient Landscape Plan. He said there had been
some minor changes since it was last presented, mostly grammatical corrections suggested
by the city attorney.

Planner Vlasic then discussed the removal of the City Council from the subdivision approval
process. He pointed out the Council had requested this change be made. The codifier had
caught some other errors that also needed to be corrected and those changes were being
made as well.

Mr. Vlasic spoke next about the conditional use application. It was for two businesses
located in a zone where home occupations were conditional uses. The businesses met the
necessary requirements and he was recommending approval.

City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov then addressed the proposed changes to the Planning
Commission Policies and Procedures. She reminded the Commissioners of the conflict
between the Code and their Policies and Procedures concerning voting procedures and the
steps taken to correct them. The changes tonight would bring everything into alignment.
Ms. Kapetanov then made the Commissioners aware that the City would host a Land Use
Training event in February and March. She asked which night of the week would be best for
them; the Commissioners chose Thursday.

City Manager Dixon, who had just joined the meeting, reported to the Commission on the
40" Street Project. He said the design for the street would be begun in May or June, using
the discussion on aesthetics by the City Council and Planning Commission as guidelines.
Mr. Vlasic then discussed the public hearing on the Form Based Code and addressed some
of the concerns. He reminded the Commissioners if they had concerns, the Form Based
Code could be adjusted. They could eliminate some of the uses or decrease the depth of
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the zone along 40" Street, where most of the concern seemed to be. There was
discussion on whether decreasing the depth would allow the quality of re-development
wanted in the area.

There was no more discussion. The briefing meeting was concluded.

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City
Planning Commission Briefing Meeting held Thursday, January 14, 2016.

; > February 11, 2016
Le a]KapetanQ\_//C/ity)Recorder Date Approved by the Planning Commission
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MINUTES OF THE

SOUTH OGDEN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
Council Chambers, City Hall
Thursday, January 14, 2016 — 6:15 p.m.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT
Chair Todd Heslop, Commissioners Mike Layton, Steve Pruess, Chris Hansen,
Raymond Rounds, Susan Stewart and John Bradley

STAFF PRESENT
City Manager Matt Dixon, City Planner Mark Vlasic and City Recorder Leesa
Kapetanov

OTHERS PRESENT

Jerry Cottrell, Megan Austin, Marc Gardner, James Shupe, Jeri Whitehead, Rick
Whitehead, Kirk Johnson, Scott Snowden, Walt Bausman, Travis Von Elling, Chris &
Litsa Bournakis, Tim Von Bon, Renee Johns, Wes Stewart, Rosa Lopez, Virginia
Lopez, Josh Setzer, Josh Payne, Amber Payne, Debbie McCormick, Cherilynn Uden,
llene Greene, Dennis Greene, Donna Chadburn, Alejandro Lopez, Kim Aldrich, and
others

I. CALLTO ORDER AND OVERVIEW OF MEETING PROCEDURES
Chair Todd Heslop called the meeting to order at 6:15 pm and called for a motion to open.

Commissioner Bradley moved to open the Planning Commission Meeting, followed by a
second from Commissioner Rounds. Commissioners Hansen, Layton, Bradley, Stewart,
Rounds and Pruess all voted aye.

The Chair reviewed the items on the agenda. He explained the public hearing would be an
opportunity for those who wished to come forward and speak. There were three items to
speak to that evening; they would be addressed in order, one at a time. He explained the
Planning Commission was aware of a flier that was somewhat negative toward the Form Based
Code; the Commission hoped to address some of the issues mentioned in the flier. He also
explained the Commission had been discussing the Form Based Code for over a year and they
welcomed comments.  Chair Heslop then called for a motion to close the public meeting and
open a public hearing.

Commissioner Pruess moved to close the public meeting and open a public hearing.
Commissioner Bradley seconded the motion. The voice vote was unanimous to open the
public hearing.

Il. PUBLIC HEARING
To Receive and Consider Comments on the following items:
A. Adopting the Form Based Code and Amending the Zoning Map
Chair Heslop invited staff to explain a little about the Form Based Code. City Planner
Mark Vlasic gave a presentation (see Attachment A), explaining how form based zoning
differed from the current zoning and what its strengths were.
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The Chair then invited those who wished to speak to the Form Based Code to come
forward, stating their name and address for the record.

Scott Snowden, 3625 Orchard Ave. — Mr. Snowden said he had more questions than
comments, however he wondered what Mr. Vlasic had meant when he said people
would have the opportunity to redevelop. He also asked about how the properties for
40" Street would be acquired; eminent domain? Voluntary sale?

City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov reminded those present that the public hearing was not
about the widening of 40" Street but the adoption of the Form Based Code. Mr.
Snowden said he thought they were connected. Staff advised him they were not; they
were two separate issues. Ms. Kapetanov said residents along 40" Street would
receive notice and a public hearing held about the widening, but that was not the topic
for that evening.

Planner Mark Vlasic asked the Chair what the procedure for the meeting would be:
should staff answer questions as they were asked, or allow everyone to speak and get
their questions on record.

Chair Heslop said everyone should comment and staff would try to address them
afterward.

Mr. Snowden asked if redevelopment grants would be available for those wanting to do
redevelopment, as most homeowners in the area would not have the money to tear
down their houses and rebuild them as per the Form Based Code. He also asked what
would stop the commercial area from creeping further into the residential areas. If the
development along 40" Street did not happen as quickly as the City wanted, would they
take properties by eminent domain?

City Planner Vlasic commented development was a private market decision. If
somebody saw the opportunity to purchase six lots at market value and redevelop
them, they could do so. Although there were not funds currently available for
redevelopment, future RDA Project Areas could be established. He also pointed out
that although the Form Based Code showed an area a half block deep along 40" Street,
it was not focused on all commercial, but residential as well. He added that no one
would be forced from their homes. There was no eminent domain. He also
reminded everyone that they were speaking only of the Form Based Code, and not the
widening of 40™ Street.

Kirk Johnson, 4021 Liberty — Mr. Johnson stated he owned two properties within the
“blue zone” of the Form Based Code. He thanked whoever put together the flier to get
everyone there. He wished that the City would have sent out a flier to everyone in the
area. Mr. Johnson said the more he learned about the Form Based Code, the more he
was excited about it. He thought having control over what the look of redevelopment
was going to be was a great idea. He pointed out to those present that redevelopment
was not a requirement. If they did not want to sell their property, they didn’t have to.
He also commented the Form Based Code was about aesthetics, and some of the uses in
guestion were already permitted in most of the area. Tattoos could be offered at the
barber shop and beer was already sold at the convenience store on the corner.

Anything zoned commercial in the area already allowed them. He said having the
Form Based Code would be a good thing for the City. He hoped others would support
it.

Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson — stated he had a degree in civil engineering, specializing
in transportation engineering. He said he had not seen any streets improved in the
south end of the City. He also said he hadn’t found anything online about the Form
Based Code. He presented the Planning Commissioners with a handout (see
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Attachment A) with a list of his concerns.  His first concern was that residents had not
been properly notified. He asked if a notice had been sent out. Chair Heslop
reminded Mr. Stewart this was his opportunity for public comment, and staff would try
to answer questions after the public hearing.

Mr. Stewart said a 2008 survey had said residents on the south end of the City wanted
development, not the north end, yet it was happening here. He began talking about
40™ Street and how congested it was and that it needed to be designed correctly.  City
Recorder Kapetanov reminded him this public hearing was not about 40" Street. Mr.
Stewart began again to talk about the widening of 40" Street. Commissioner Bradley
said the item listed on the agenda was the Form Based Code and whether it should be
adopted or not. Mr. Stewart said the widening of 40™ Street needed to be done in a
wise manner and continued to talk about it.

He then referred to Section 10.1 of the Form Based Code which said the purpose was to
“ensure that a variety of housing types and sizes could be developed to meet the needs
of the entire community”. He said the Form Based Code seemed to have a
cookie-cutter look to it. He then referred to non-conformance, maintenance, and the
expansion of a non-conforming building, noting that if anyone wanted to expand their
home more than 25%, they would have to bring it into conformance. Mr. Stewart then
read through some of the uses being proposed and questioned whether they should be.
He thought the City ought to not spend money on redevelopment but on adding
sidewalks to some of the existing streets. He said that bars do not belong in residential
neighborhoods and then pointed out that if 40" Street was not widened correctly, they
would have to tear out the new businesses and widen it again. He thought widening it
20 feet would be better than just 10 feet.

Mr. Stewart then pointed to a document that showed that a wider commercial area had
been considered along 40" Street and warned that there was no guarantee to the end
of urban sprawl. He said residents were regularly being run out of the City because
they were not conforming to South Ogden City code. He pointed to some pictures
from the Form Based Code and said they were not a fair representation and advertised
the Form Based Code incorrectly.

Mr. Stewart thought it would be appropriate for the Commission to delay their decision
until residents had more time to learn and understand about the Form Based Code.

He added that he felt the meeting that evening had not been noticed correctly.

Josh Payne, 3796 Porter — said he liked the concept, but if he had wanted to live in an
area like that being proposed, he would have moved to Salt Lake. He had moved into
his grandfather’s house in South Ogden because he liked the old style neighborhood.
He was concerned with the uses of smoke shops and tattoo parlors being allowed in the
area.

Litza Bournakis, owner of property at 356 39" Street — asked if the City had any
developers interested in doing anything right now. She then pointed out that before
Macey’s was built, real estate agents were offering the people prices way below the
market value and the people were eventually forced out of their homes. She
wondered if there was anything in place to ensure that nothing like that would happen
again when developers come in. Ms. Bournakis’ next concern was parking if the area
was developed.

Marc Gardner, 555 40" — he asked what would happen if someone bought the property
next to him and turned it into commercial. Would they be allowed to stay open late?
How would he be impacted by parking?
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Megan Austin, 3712 Ogden Ave. — said she lived a block away from Washington
Boulevard and it seemed this zoning change was bringing Washington Boulevard to her
street. She was concerned with the traffic it would bring. She was also concerned a
developer would come in and want to buy the properties around her and what would
happen if she did not want to sell.

Travis Von Elling, 11 Yale Drive — asked what the timeline was for this project. He
liked that the City was trying to improve its look, and hoped that it might encourage
homeowners to improve their homes. He asked if the City had considered limiting the
types of businesses coming into the area as they might attract a demographic of people
not suitable for a residential area.

Commissioner Rounds clarified that the Form Based Code was a tool for the City to use
as development came into the City. The City itself was not doing anything in terms of
buying property, building buildings, or creating anything. When a developer came to
the City, purchased property and chose to develop it, the Form Based Code was the
City’s tool to make sure the development tool place properly and in a way the City
wanted it to be done.

Megan Austin, 3712 Ogden Ave. — commented that nobody knew about the meeting.
And according to the next item on the agenda, they were trying to remove the City
Council from the approval process. She felt the Council should not be removed, as
residents knew who their City Council members were because they had elected them.

Commissioner Rounds stated the Planning Commission had been working on the Form
Based Code for well over a year and this public hearing was the opportunity for people
to comment.

Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson — said the zoning change would be a huge impact on the
people in South Ogden. He said it would also impact the School District and wondered
if they had been notified.  Children would be walking up 40™ Street to get to school
and he was concerned.

Scott Snowden, 3625 Orchard Ave. — added that they lived in South Ogden by choice,
and had chosen the home they lived in so they could avoid debt. If they wanted a
larger house, they would go further south in South Ogden. Many of the people in his
area (north of 40" Street) felt they were viewed as the less desirable part of town. He
was glad with the widening of 40" Street, but was concerned with the commercial creep
that always seemed to happen and the temptation of the City to reap the revenue of
businesses rather than residential areas. He was concerned that the same thing might
happen along 36" Street.  Even if people did not want to sell, they would eventually be
squeezed out.

Walt Bausman, 5792 S 1075 E — said he lived in the south part of the City, but wanted to
make some comments about the Form Based Code. He commented about private vs.
public streets, locating the civic center in the center of the city, not on the outskirts, and
facilitating the integration of new development and redevelopment in existing
neighborhoods. The Form Based Code would allow more commercial areas next to the
existing homes and would slow the traffic on 40" Street because the intent was to add
more shops. He thought the shops should be more appropriate for the existing
neighborhoods. The Form Based Code also stated it wanted to draw more people to
some of the areas, but it would directly affect the residential properties nearby.
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Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson — commented that Commissioner Rounds had said the
developers had a say in this matter, but Mr. Stewart said that was incorrect. The
Commissioners had the say right now in the vote. It would affect people’s lives. He
asked that the bad uses be taken out. If it was a matter of all or none, he encouraged
them to vote none.

There were no more comments from the public concerning the Form Based Code.

B. Amending Title 10, Chapter 23, Replacing it With the Proposed Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance
Chair Heslop opened the floor to comments concerning the proposed Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance, asking staff to first give a brief overview of the ordinance. Mr.
Vlasic informed those present that the City had been looking at this ordinance for a few
years, but felt it should be implemented now as the Form Based Code would refer to it.
The ordinance would create a better use of water resources through landscaping and
irrigation. He said it would not only affect the areas being considered for the Form
Based Code but the entire City.

Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson — commented that as a citizen and business owner he
would prefer to have a choice and not be forced to implement water wise landscaping.
He suggested giving tax incentives to those who go with water-wise landscaping.

There were no more comments concerning the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance.

C. Amending Title 11 of the City Code, Removing The City Council From The Subdivision
Approval Process And Making Various Other “Housekeeping” Corrections
The chair opened the floor to comments concerning the proposed subdivision
ordinance. He again asked staff to give an overview of the issue. Planner Vlasic said
the Subdivision Ordinance had been adopted within the last few months so that it
would function better. The City Council had looked at the approval process and
determined that they did not need to be involved. Some other “housekeeping”
changes as suggested by the codifier were also being made. City Manager Dixon
added that the Council’s decision to remove itself from the approval process was part of
an ongoing discussion amongst themselves on legislative versus administrative
functions. He explained the difference between legislative and administrative
functions and why it made sense to not have the Council involved in administrative
processes. He concluded by saying the Planning Commission would forward their
recommendation on to the City Council, but the City Council would have the final
decision on the matter.

Kirk Johnson, 4021 Liberty — Mr. Johnson clarified that the Commission was only voting
that evening on a recommendation to the City Council. Staff confirmed that was
correct.

Scott Snowden, 3625 Orchard Ave. — commented the reason the public may be against
it is because they couldn’t “hold feet to the fire” of the people they elected. The
bureaucrats could turn a deaf ear to the public.

Litza Bournakis, owner of property at 356 39" Street — thought the City Council should
be involved in whatever the Planning Commission was deciding. The Council was the
people they had voted for.
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Wes Stewart, 3625 Jefferson — seconded what Ms. Bournakis had said.

There were no other public comments. Chair Heslop called for a motion to close the
public hearing.

Commissioner Rounds moved to close the public hearing and return to the public
meeting, followed by a second from Commissioner Pruess. The voice vote was
unanimous in favor of the motion.

lll.  ZONING ACTIONS — Legislative

A. Discussion and Recommendation on Adoption of the Form Based Code and Amending
the Zoning Map
Chair Todd Heslop turned the time to City Manager Dixon to answer questions raised
during the public hearing. Mr. Dixon answered questions concerning opportunity,
eminent domain, etc. He pointed out that there was no timeline for development in the
area covered by the Form Based Code; it could be years before a developer approached
the City, but when they did, the City would be prepared with a vision and ordinance of
what they wanted.
Mr. Dixon then gave an update on the widening of 40" Street, stating that it was in the
design process with construction slated to begin in spring 2017.
City Planner Vlasic pointed out that the 2008 General Plan update designated this area as
commercial and at the time of adoption it had been supported by the general public.
Mr. Dixon then said the City follows all noticing requirements required by the State, but
he also recognized residents’ desire for more notice of meetings.

Commissioner Pruess asked what criteria IBl had used in determining the depth of the
zones along 40" Street. Mr. Vlasic said he did not know for certain, but assumed that for
successful redevelopment to occur, it needed to encompass more than just one or two
lots along 40™.  They probably also took into consideration how access to development
along 40" would best be handled, trying to move it from being directly on 40" Street to
the side streets; it was a standard transportation model for busy streets.

Commissioner Bradley asked staff to address what types of limits they could put on the
uses being considered for the zones. Mr. Vlasic said the uses were a valid concern which
had certainly been voiced that evening. Also valid was the idea that development should
be focused on the corners or “nodes”. Maybe the question should be asked if the full
range of uses should be allowed between the corners or nodes, or if they should be scaled
back.

Commissioner Rounds asked if they could continue the public hearing. That way they
could consider the comments and have staff look at the uses. Mr. Dixon said that would
be fine, although as mentioned earlier, there would be a public hearing next month on the
actual rezoning of the properties as per the Form Based Code. He also said staff was
available every day for those members of the community who had additional questions.
Ms. Kapetanov added that the notice requirements for a rezone were such that a letter
would be sent to each property owner within the proposed zones informing them of the
next public hearing.

Commissioner Rounds moved to continue the public hearing concerning adoption of the
Form Based Code until next month’s regularly scheduled meeting. City Recorder Leesa
Kapetanov asked if Commissioner Rounds would like to add to his motion direction to
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staff to look into the uses of the area. City Manager Dixon added it would make clear for
the record that the majority of the Commission was in favor of directing staff to look into
the uses. Commissioner Rounds added to his motion that staff should look into the
uses of the Form Based Code in certain areas to see if some should/could be excluded or
if they should remain. Commissioner Pruess seconded the motion. Chair Heslop
asked if there were further discussion, and seeing none, he called the vote:

Commissioner Bradley- Yes
Commissioner Layton- Yes
Commissioner Pruess- Yes
Commissioner Hansen- Yes
Commissioner Stewart- Yes
Commissioner Rounds- Yes

The motion stood.

B. Discussion and Recommendation on Amending Title 10, Chapter 23, Replacing it With
the Proposed Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance
Commissioner Rounds said he understood the public comment about allowing a
commercial organization to have a choice in their landscaping; however, there was a
common good when it came to water usage. It had been his experience that commercial
organizations would prefer not to have to put any landscaping in at all if they didn’t have
to. He felt it should be the Commission’s recommendation that the Water Efficient
Landscape Ordinance be adopted.

Commissioner Bradley moved to recommend approval of Title 10, Chapter 23, replacing
it with the proposed Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance. The motion was seconded
by Commissioner Rounds. The Chair asked if there was further discussion. There was
no comment, so the Chair called the vote:

Commissioner Bradley- Yes
Commissioner Layton- Yes
Commiissioner Pruess- Yes
Commissioner Hansen- Yes
Commissioner Stewart- Yes
Commissioner Rounds- Yes

The recommendation for approval was passed.

C. Discussion and Recommendation on Amending Title 11 of the City Code, Removing The
City Council From The Subdivision Approval Process And Making Various Other
“Housekeeping” Corrections
Commissioner Rounds said he had difficulty with this item. He felt they could only vote
yes on it since the Council themselves had decided to remove them from the process.
Since the Council consisted of the elected officials, the Commission’s only response could
be “yes”. Commissioner Bradley pointed out the City Council’s involvement took place in
crafting the ordinance, so if a developer came and wanted to put in a subdivision, and it
met the requirements of the ordinance, neither the City Council nor the Planning
Commission would have any choice but to approve it.
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City Manager Dixon explained the difficulty that might occur if the public had the
perception that the Council could somehow deny a subdivision approval if there was
something the public did not like about it. The reality was that if a developer met all the
requirements of the subdivision ordinance, the City was bound to approve it. However,
Mr. Dixon added that the City Council could still remain in the approval process if they
chose to.

Commissioner Rounds asked why they were voting on it, why the Council didn’t just
designate the Planning Commission as the group who would approve subdivisions. Mr.
Dixon explained that because this was a land use ordinance amendment, the Planning
Commission was the designated body to review it and make recommendations to the
Council. City Recorder Kapetanov added that amending a land use ordinance required a
public hearing, and the statute required the public hearing to take place before the
Planning Commission.

Mr. Dixon stated the Planning Commission could make whatever recommendation they
wanted to the City Council, and the City Council could do whatever they wanted with that
recommendation.

Commissioner Bradley commented that having been on the Council, he had seen times
when the public had come with the expectation that the Council could overturn some
decision even when an applicant had met all the requirements of the zoning ordinance;
however, the reality was that they couldn’t deny it. He felt this ordinance was a mere
reflection of reality.

Commissioner Layton moved to amend Title 11 of the city code, removing the Council
from the subdivision approval process, allowing the Planning Commission to apply the
law. Commissioner Pruess seconded the motion. The Chair asked if there were
further discussion. Planner Vlasic pointed out the motion had been to approve the
amendment, but in reality it was to recommend approval of the amendment to the City
Council. Commissioner Layton acknowledged that was the case.  Chair Heslop called

the vote:
Commissioner Bradley- Yes
Commissioner Layton- Yes
Commiissioner Pruess- Yes
Commissioner Hansen- Yes
Commissioner Stewart- Yes
Commissioner Rounds- No

The recommendation that Title 11 be amended was passed.

V. CONDITIONAL USE ACTIONS — Administrative
A. Consideration of Business License Applications for a Holding Company and Forensic
Accounting Business Located at 6045 S Ridgeline Dr., Apt. B108 (Falls Apartments)
Planner Mark Vlasic reviewed the application with the Commission, stating it met the
requirements of conducting that type business in the zone. Staff recommended
approval.

Commissioner Pruess moved to approve the business license application for a holding
company and forensic accounting business located at 6045 S Ridgeline Dr. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Rounds. The Chair called for further
discussion. There was no further discussion. The vote was called:
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Commissioner Bradley- Yes

Commissioner Layton- Yes
Commissioner Pruess- Yes
Commissioner Hansen- Yes
Commissioner Stewart- Yes
Commissioner Rounds- Yes

The conditional use was approved.

V. SPECIAL ITEMS
A. Amending the Planning Commission Rules and Procedures

Recorder Leesa Kapetanov reminded the Commission this amendment would bring the
City Code and the Rules of Procedures into line with each other. Commissioner
Stewart pointed out that a section was being removed concerning public hearings.
City Recorder Kapetanov cited some instances when the requirement in the Rules and
Procedures contradicted what was in the City’s ordinance and the state ordinance when
it came to notifications. She added that requirements for public hearings should be
found in the ordinance, not in the Rules and Procedures.
Commissioner Stewart said she was concerned with the perception that removing it
would not require the City to give notice. Ms. Kapetanov said having it there could
cause confusion as to what the actual notification requirement was.
City Manager Dixon suggested a clause be added that stated the Planning Commission
would follow all State and City notification requirements.

Commissioner Stewart moved to include a statement that the City would follow
notifications as per State Code. Recorder Kapetanov suggested City Code be added as
well. Commissioner Stewart added City Code to the motion. She then added that
all other amendments would be accepted as proposed. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Rounds. There was no further discussion. The Chair called the vote:

Commissioner Bradley- Yes
Commissioner Layton- Yes
Commiissioner Pruess- Yes
Commissioner Hansen- Yes
Commissioner Stewart- Yes
Commissioner Rounds- Yes

The motion passed.

V. OTHER BUSINESS
Chair Heslop apologized for not welcoming the newest member of the Planning Commission,
Susan Stewart, at the beginning of the meeting. He welcomed Ms. Stewart and said they were
glad she was there.
Mr. Heslop then stated the public had had opportunity to state their feelings at the public
hearing and he felt the commissioners had listened to their questions and concerns.
There was no other business.
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VI.

VII.

VIII.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS
A. Approval of December 10, 2015 Briefing Meeting Minutes
Chair Heslop called for a motion concerning the minutes.

Commissioner Pruess moved to approve the December 10 briefing meeting minutes.
Commissioner Layton seconded the motion. All present voted aye except for
Commissioners Stewart and Rounds, who abstained as they had not been present at
the meeting.

B. Approval of December 10, 2015 Meeting Minutes
The chair called for a motion concerning the meeting minutes.

Commissioner Layton moved to approve the December 10 meeting minutes, followed
by a second from Commissioner Hansen. All present voted aye except for
Commissioners Stewart and Rounds who abstained as they had not been present at the
meeting.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Jerry Cottrell, 5765 S 1075 E — thanked the Planning Commission for the time they took in
listening to the concerns that evening.

He then reminded the Commissioners that the concerns about the uses in the area of the Form
Based Code that they had previous limited the number of payday loan establishments in the
City. They should have a vision of what they wanted the City to be and exclude those
businesses that did not contribute to that vision, whether it was a tattoo parlor, payday loan
business, or sexually oriented businesses.

Scott Snowden, 3625 Orchard Ave. — thanked the Commission for their willingness to suspend
some of the formal Robert’s Rules of Order for a more informal discussion.

He then asked if there was even any more room left in the City for subdivisions and if there had
been a need to even amend the ordinance.

City Planner Vlasic said dividing a single lot into two lots was considered a subdivision and had to
follow the rules.

ADJOURN
Chair Heslop called for a motion to adjourn.

Commissioner Rounds moved to adjourn, followed by a second from Commissioner Bradley.
All present voted aye.

The meeting ended at 9:02 pm.

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete record of the South Ogden City Planning Commission
Meeting held Thursday, January 14, 2016.

/%WW_—‘ February 11, 2016
Le€sa kapetanov,\dt%Rec)order Date Approved by the Planning Commission
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Attachment A

Form Based Code Presentation
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SOUTH OGDEN

South Ogden, Utah — 2016 Form Based Code Presentation A r 1
Matt Dixon — South Ogden City = ' | B |
».s | M |

14 January 2016

FORM BASED CODES - IT’S A MATTER OF PRIORITIES

Form-Based Code:

FORM BASED CODES

1. Form
2. Use
3. Management

Conventional Code: Conventional Code:

EUCLIDEAN ORDINANCE

1. Use
2. Management
3. Form
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FORM BASED CODES — ULTIMATE GOAL
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TWO DISTRICTS WITH DIFFERENT CHARACTER

&
Y §
Town Center -

SOUTH OGDEN SUBDISTRICI'S

e £ 4 1S

A=
S

January 14, 2016 Planning Commission Meeting Page 14



Town Center “Core”
Building Types Allowed in Subdistrict

Storefront

Town Center “Core”

5 Story Maximum —= 2 Story Minimum
Town Center "General”
The Town Center "Core” constitutes the center of the

community and heart of the new town center, and )
includes the majority of the shops and workplaces within - Riverdale Road “General”

the neighborhoed. The storefront building type that

comprises this district defines a street wall along the 40th Street "General’
primary streets of the area with storefront glass windows.
Upper stories of the storefront building may be utilized for
. Edge
living and working.
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Town Center “General”
Building Types Allowed in Subdistrict

-

Storefront General Stoop

: ?;Tvr-rﬁ'

~ N -

Row Building Civic Building

A

5 Story Maximum = 1 Story Minimum

The Town Center “General” District serves as the interstitial
fabric of the dity, separate from the defined center or core and
the edges, This area is primarily comprised by both the
storefront building, and the more generic stoop building which
have lower minimum transparency levels dominates, mainly
occupied by office and residential uses at a variety of scales.

January 14, 2016 Planning Commission Meeting

Town Center “Core”

Town Center “General”

- Riverdale Road “General”

40th Street “"General’

Edge
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Riverdale Road “General”
Building Types Allowed in Subdistrict

9

Town Center “Core”
Row Building Limited Bay

5 Story Maximum - Riverdale Road “General”

Town Center “"General”

The Riverdale Road “General” Subdistrict serves as the Interstitial
fabric of the city, separate from the defined center or core and the
edges. This area is primarily comprised by both the storefront
building, and the more generic stoop building which have lower Edge
minimum transparency levels dominates, mainly occupied by office

and residential uses at a variety of scales. This Subdistrict also

allows the limited bay buillding type to allow more flexibility for

auto-oriented uses.

40th Street "General’

January 14, 2016 Planning Commission Meeting Page 17



40" Street “General” t 3
Building Types Allowed in Subdistrict 5 .-

ST L T

General Stoop

_
- Town Center “Core”

i =

. :u d Town Center “"General®
s Riverdale Road ‘G "
Row Building Civic Buuldmg - verdale Road ‘Genera

- 40th Street "General’
3.5 Story Maximum

The 40th Street “General” Subdistrict combines the storefront Edge
building and stoop bullding to create a corridor that supports a

future transit line along 40th Street. Development along this

corridor will be at a smaller scale and finer grain, in relation to the

town center.
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Edge

Building Types Allowed in Subdistrict

fv’q w’% 8 :_:u s

Ly i ;j :
Yard Building Civic Building
N “! ] E: Town Center “Core”
USG Town Center "General”
Row Building

3.5 Story Maximum
40th Street "General”

- Riverdale Road “General”

The Edge Subdstricts are made up of smaller scale residential
buildings, which provide a buffer between single family
neighborhoods and the Core and General Subdistricts. Edge
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USES PER SUBDISTRICT e
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Foga e o Dot sne/ Lue Peerd

BUILDING DESIGN GUIDELINES

Entrance Types Materials Balconies
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LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS

Interior Parking Lot Landscape
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PARKING REQUIREMENTS
Required Off-Street Vehicular Parking
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SIGN REQUIREMENTS

. = : _
T I S | ! b
Pl . =
Wall Sign Projecting Sign Awning Sign Window Sign
== +ROOF SIGN mhl
ot s e T P (— S Ama
¥ T Ysion i’"....
Roof Sign Canopy Sign Ped-Scale Sign Monument Sign

STREET TYPES PER SUBDISTRICT

* All street types are allowed in all subdistricts as applicable

»
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1
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| o | L
i i | .
ALLEY NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR AVENUE
STREET STREET
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OPEN SPACE TYPES PER SUBDISTRICT

* Open Space types allowed in FBC, but vary by subdistricts as

applicable
Sk el
& Yy s SNy A
g peson 3 NNE L
e, Y s o ves BRI
- o SN V0S8
PARK PLAZA COMMONS

AN

GREENWAY POCKET PARK SQUARE

By Gyayg

ADMINISTRATION

* An Administration Section will also be added.

* We will be working with staff to calibrate the Form Based
Code Administration Section to current South Ogden

administration procedures.

st Regutrg Plan Aot ]
10.2.2 Pre-Application Meeting — ot e s
= Y 1;‘
0 e Se
s Dt o 0 e et
>y
Saft L
e e

e ——
Page 23
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Attachment B

Handout from Wes Stewart
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Lefting Yhe Public Lnow -Uhee? el Tumuary 2014 City luncl Newslele 7,
SSted & s rs. You're hurfgry and thirsty * *Leaf and Garden Bags (use as

for different reasons. Each fam- and there is nocell servicein ~ a poncho)

ily was truly grateful foryour ~ the canyon. The Donner Party *Wind pmof matches in water

generosity and requested their flashes through your mind as proof container

gratitude be expressed. Thank you remember that your 72 hr. 'UBLIC WORKS

u very much! kit is in the garage back home.
TREE RECYCLING

ning an adult Men's and adult ORDINANCE the car survival kit in the carall South Ogden Public Works
Women's basketball league South Ogden City's winter of the time. Not a bad idea. Department will recycle your

BASKETBALL
South Ogden City will be run- ﬁ WINTER PARKING* Wouldn't it be better to have

as well as youth boys and parking ordinance is now in Survival Car Kit: discarded Christmas tree.
girls competitive basketball effect. The ordinance runs each A 5 gallon bucket witha Gam-  Please bring your tree to
leagues for grades 3rd-gth. year between November1and ~ ma Lid works great. (Screwon ~ one of the areas listed below
Registration will run Feba April 1. During these months, lid available locally and on line) beginning January 1, 2006
2016 - Feb. 28, 2016. Wealso  \apicles m ay not be parked on  *Small Mylar water bags. Good through January 29, 2016.
have registration open for City streets between the hours for several years and it doesn't We will not pick up trees at
adult Dodgeball (Women's of 1:00 am and 7:00 am, or matter if they freeze any other locations, Stands,
and Coed) and adult Volley- during a snowstorm. Please be *Non-perishable food such as nails, ornaments, lights, etc.
ball (Women's and Coed) that indful and observant of this  tuna in pouch, energy bars, that could damage the chip-
will run through the same ordinance. It is very difficult for peanut butter crackers per need to be removed and
time. If you are interested in plows to effectively clear snow A survival blanket or two put into your regular garbage.

any of these leagues, please from roadways when vehicles  *Baby wipes or personal wipes Please do not discard any

call us at 801-622-2950 for e left parked on thestreet.  *Zip lock bags paper, garbage or trash at the

more inforrm?lion orsignupat e appreciate your cooperation *Fold up shovel recycling areas. Thank you for

southogdencity.com. in helping us keep the roads *Rope or paracord your on-going support in recy-
cling. If you have any ques-

lear and safe. 1 2. *Knife or multi-tool
aens : ﬁow will e pacik ‘izﬂn *Duct tape tions, please call 622-2900.
SUB FOR SANTA «First aid items (Band-Aids, Listed below are Christmas

South Ogden Police Depart-
ment wishes to thank each of

: . - SURVIVAL CARKIT
you 'who assisted in making So imagine this. It's Janu-
Christmas dreams come true 51, 4nd you are driving in the

antibiotic ointment, pain pills)
+3 days' worth of prescription
meds in little baggies, well-
marked

tree recycling locations:

1. 560 39th across the street,
in front of the bowery on the
curb

2. Club Heights Park parking

this season. The Angel Tree  vjoin River Gorge between *LED or Maglite flashlight
was loaded down this year St. George and Mesquite. The *Glow sticks lot

with the needs and wishes of i S04 'ch o turn to ice on the *Jumper cables 3. Madison Avenue Park park-
the children in our communi- o4 Semi-trucks are jack- -Sign “HELP ME" on one side,  ing lot

ty and, as always, the residents 1 ,.c.4 everywhere and all traf-  and “I AM OK" on the other 4. Friendship Park parking lot
and businesses within South g stopped. It's dark and it’s  side 5. Meadows Park, approx. §725

Ogden City made sure that cold and you only had enough  *Small mirror and whistle South 2000 F.a§t at the end of
each child was taken careof.  gia1 10 get to Mesquite. No one’s *Extra clothing: gloves, socks, the cul-de-sac in front of the
The families that were as- going anywhere forat least 24  sweatshirt? park

MLK-DAY OF SERVICE
Come celebrate Martin Luther
King Jr. Day by giving back

A Message from Mayor James Minster

South Ogden Citizens and Businesses, 1 would like to ness. As our city is about built out, we are very mindful of the to your community! South
welcome each of you to 2016, 1 would like to report to future growth of South Ogden City. Ogden City will host the 3rd
each of you that our city is in good shape; our staff has | want to thank each of you for the support you givemeand 00 o1 MLK-Day of service
been working very hard to provide services 1o our Busi- the respect that so many of you have given over the past 14 on Monday, January 18th.
nesses and Citizens, Our City Council is working hard years. “Gratitude is the key 10 happimess.™ C.S.Lewis. [am  ywa will be meeting at South

to ensure that we are financially sound. | would like to so grateful for the privilege of Ogden City Hall for check-in
express my thanks to our employces for how hard they getting to know o many of you and breakfast from gam-10am.
work in maintaining the noeds of our citizens and busimess [t is our citizens and businesses From 10am-12noon we will be
alike. Thanks everyone. alike that makes South Ogden doing service projects around

1 am excited as we Jook to the New Yeaz. I'm pleased to City Great. Have a very special the community.Register online
report the work on 40th project is maving ahead. W new year and remember that we at: www.southogdencity.com /

have many great, new businesses coming to our city: We ) - are bere to serve you. mlk_day_of_service
are also pleased with how the Harrison, US89 peoject is -James F, Minster
turming out. Young Subaru will be expanding their busi- w; i "kt— c‘-{. 2605 in

irrupting neghberkoods alemy o™H Streef?
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\ Public Notice Website Page 1 of 3 8,

Utan gov Services Agences Seacch ot of Uwh gov »

About Logn =

Welcome to the Utah Public Notice Website Your central source for all public notice information in Utah

South Ogden: Search agan

Planning Commission Meeting Location:
3950 Adams Ave.

Entity: South Ogden South Ogden , 84403

Body:

Subject: Zoning Contact information:

Notice Title: ; Leesa Kapetanov

otice January 14, 2016 Planning Commission Moeting s

Notice Type: Noice, Mecling

Event Start Date & Time: January 14, 2018 530 PM

Event End Date & Time: January 14, 2016 8.00 PM

rptoniAgend: Why vag

Desc

NOTICE AND AGENOA a"'-"fb;/q/

SOUTH OGDEN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING Subscription options So /Qﬁ?

Thursday, January 14, 2016 .
Notice is hereby given that the South Ogden City Planning Commission will hold alerts regarding futire notices i

a meeting, Thursday, January 14, 2016, beginning at 6:15 p.m. in the Council P04 by 9% Body- :S be;
Chambers located at 3950 Adams Avenue, South Ogden, Utah. h

e : given 5p
ing session will be held at 5:30 pm in the conference room and s open o the Options
public.
hours o
1. Call to Order and Overview of Meeting Procedures - Chatrman Todd Heslop Connect /”k over
o G 200
I Zoning Mearing Uhe  Sgn Lp % s what your Siends e
To Receive and Consider C on the Fotlowing Items: — pltft
A.  Adopting the Form Based Code and Amending the Zoning Map
B.  Amending Trie 10, Chapter 23, Replacing it With the Proposed Water Efficient do(“,u.t
Landscape Ordinance
C.  Amending Title 11 of the City Code, removing the City Council from the .b
subdivision approval process and making various other housckeeping’ corrections FQSSI /Y
I, Zoning Actions - Legistative Q#(Cfm
A, Discussion and Rec d on Adop of the Form Based Code and
Amending the Zoning Map ﬂot res
B.  Discussion and Rec ! on ding Title 10, Chapter 23, Replacing it .
With the Propased Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance Of ’lf\br
C.  Discussion and Ry dation on ding Title 11 of the City Code, 2
Removing The City Council Fram The Subdivision Approval Process And Making Various Ilve_;
Other Housekeeping' Corrections ‘ !
Wus the docement
http://www.utah.gov/pmn//sitemap/notice/308719.html 1/14/2016
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Public Notice Website Page20f3 9,

Iv.  Conditional Use Actions - Administrative

A, Consideration of Business Liconse Applications for a Molding Company and
Forensic Accounting Business Located at 6045 S Ridgeline Or., Apt. BI08 (Falls
Apartments)

V. Special ems
A Amending the Planning Commission Rules and Procedures

VI, Other Business

Vi, Approval Of Minutes Of Previous Meeting
A Approval of December 10, 2015 Briefing Meeting Micutes
Approval of December 10, 2015 Meeting Minutes

ViR, Public Comments

X. Adjoum

Posted and emailed to the State of Utah Public Notice Website January 8, 2016
The undersigned, duly appointed city recorder, does hereby certify that a copy of the

http://www.utah.gov/pmn//sitemap/notice/308719.html 1/14/2016
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Public Notice Website Page3of3 /P,

above notice and agenda was posted In three public places with the South Ogden City

limits on Janwary 8, 2016. These public places being City Hail (15t and 2nd floors), &— 77'5 /)a&éd' M'tﬁ "PQ)/I'C

the city website (www.southogdencity.com), and emafied to the Standard £
Coples were also masled to each commissioner.

Lnformakion Handoit" yas ot
Leesa Kapetanav , City Recorder /ojfa( Until 20/5/0//,2 """/ﬂﬁt

In compliance with the Americans with Disabitities Act, individuals needing special
accommodations, including auxiliary communicative aids and services during the
meeting should notify Leesa Kapetanor at 801-622-2709 at least 48 howrs in advance,

FINAL ACTION MAY BE TAXEN ON ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA
Notice of Special Accommodations:

In with the A with disabilities Act, individuals needing special
accommodations including auxiliary CommUNICAtve alds and senvices during Mhese
hearngs/meetings should notify Leesa Kapetanov at 801.-622.2709 at loast three days
peior 1o the meeting

Notice of Electronic or telephone participation:

NA
Other information:

This notice was posted on: January 12, 2016 04.01 PM
This notice was last edited on: January 12, 2016 04:01 PM

] o Uag | 1
4500 90y Home | L0 o0y Terma of Uze %mmmeMI [ensiane Liah 9oy

http://www.utah.gov/pmn//sitemap/notice/308719.html 1/14/2016
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Public Notice Website Page 1 of 2
Jah gov Servees Agnrons Seacch 4 of Utah gov +
About Logn Holp

Welcome to the Utah Public Notice Websde Your central source for all public notice information in Utan

Il,

South Ogden Sk boan o
Planning Commission Meeting Location:
3950 Adams Ave ‘
Entity: South Ogden South Ogden , 84403 :
Body: Plannag Commgsion Map e '
Subject: Zoning Contact Information: {
Notice Title: Notice of Pubbic Hearings January 14, 2016 Leesa Kapatanov ‘
: | 8016222709
| Notice Type: Notice, Hearing Iapetanoy @rosuthogdencay com
smmmn@ Audio File Address !
Event End Date & Time: January 14, 2016 8,00 PM Subscription options |
DescriptionVAgenda: Subscription options will send you |
alerts rogarding Aiture notices |
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEARING posted by this Body. |
SOUTH OGDEN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION !
RBS |
Notice is hereby given that the South Ogden City Planning Comenission will hold public E-roed
hearings on the following proposed amendments to the City's Zoning Ordinance: Options |
1. W“N-Mmmﬂv,;w Add i petion S cAlindae
including areas along Washing! Road, and 40th Street. The Proter Frandly |
mnqmmumm:cmmmmwuuhm E119d s 50 2 Frend {
form based zonieg rdioance; & where (an (s be found erline (os ethenaye)? |
2. Replacing Title 10, Chapter 23 of the City Code with a new water efficient
landscape ordinance, and o
3. Amending Title 11 of the City Code, removing the City Council from the e e i
subdivision ess and making various other housekeeping' ¢
| The hearings will be at 6:15 PM, or a3 3000 a5 the agenda permits, during the | <<Cs
regularly scheduled South Ogden City Planning Commission Meeting on January 14, 4% oo
2016. The meeting will be located at City Mall, 3950 Adams Ave., mthed(ymxll‘ / -
chambers, Amy interested person is invited (o attend and of fer comment or respond 'sl ‘e g%
in writing. / /'4
For more Information, please contact Leesa Kapetanov at 801-622-2709 during ¥ V7 (7 /(;(,
regular office hours. / C'//, 7 %4,
i, g Yitey, e P p
¢ ’ 3
8Y ORDER OF THE SOUTH OGDEN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 2 ’;’q < ‘/} % ,‘4’?’
Ta //’/m/ A %,
Leesa Kapetanov, City Recorder e ﬂ’:}' 2 fz,f_ ;.
;9 2%y “er, 4 .
b, P, P U,y
Mmpﬂame\-ﬁh the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special ~ “¢ . “y /s, 4(
fons (including aodliary scative aids and services) during the ’C%,’ & (0)4 : ‘24 .
meeting should notify the City Recorder at 801-622- zmumummmme)}, . .2/ “ sy e
1 (/ ’ 3
Notice of Special Accommodations: “e .. Vo, ~ 3, e, |
(’4 &4 f ‘%’ )
% /*"f« . P, Ry, - 2
P 2% 77 P < x
Uy, Wy, 4(19 4?;,}_ //3 [ (f/ /é 4
B 7’,, T et o (94

htp://www utah gov/pmn//sitemap/notice/306581.himi < ¢, S é"#
$ 7

3 o o0l 1IN Consio.
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South Ogden City
Y (am 4

llt’l/fl‘/(
celrent

Page 1of2 /2,
lt‘)({ﬁ'n"{ b }//A(ld o This lu’)f,‘/c daed [,{y Cownei |
thet der natioa (sted fece I/'Q] nel be The mest

/y M/zz}/d«&/(’ infrsmatien? Thea /’/t vidle @ Onk whih werdy
tike ¢ pecson to Where fe nmest cwrread infes melion s potd?
Vi

Home  Depertments Mowrabetter Shep Sowth Ogden 1 Wamt To... Search Contact Us.
« Back
City Code | Forms | and Capital Plans | Planni | Zoming Map | Annexation
Policy Plan |
N X This is olherwise mMis /edmy in ﬁrrm;ﬁq, how leading cre f
Planning Commission Agenda & Minutes ;. '
0k there 75 o W" "
= G
Eanunry anary B, 2015 PC Agenda 44}3"1»0' 8, 2015 PC Minutes h""“/‘l@. ”’
February Prebrusry 12, 2015 PC Agenda February 12, 2015 PC Minutes ¢
i SR LA R —— 2
Apesl Apeil 9, 2015 PC Agenda Pprit §, 2015 PC Minutes <
(May May 14, 2015 PC Agenda Moy 14, 2015 PC Minutes ‘(&R L,
une [iune 11, 2014 PC Agenda Pune 11, 2015 PC Minutes l&
uly S, 2015 PC Minutes /)
ust 13, 2015 PC Agenda August 13, 2015 PC Minutes 4
eptember 10, 2015 PC Agenda September 10, 2015 PC Minutes ’/Y/;)}--
October tober 8, 2015 PC Agenda October 8, 2015 PC Minutes . /q')
November ___November 12, 2015 PC ovember 12, 2015 PC Minutes ye »
December %ember 10, 2015 PC Agenda .%}
201 ’
n nuary 16, 2014 PC Agends anuary 16, 2014 PC Minutes
ebruary 13, 2014 PC Agenda ebruary 13, 2014 PC Minutes
March parch 13, 2014 #C Agenda Mmtu}i 2014 PC Minutes
MNopCH ')
Ma $ay 8, 2014 PC Agenda iMay B, 2014 PC Minutes
Dune 12, 2014 PC Agenda ne 12, 2014 PC Minutes
Duty uly 10, 2014 PC Agenda ly 10, 2014 PC Minutes
Puly 23, 2018 PC Special Meeting Agenda ly 23, 2014 Special Meeting Minutes
August JAugust 14, 2014 PC Agenda ugust 14, 2014 PC Minutes
ember 11, 2014 PC Agenda ember 11, 2014 PC Minutes
g. ober 9, 2014 PC Agenda ober 9, 2014 PC Minutes
Povember 12, 2014 Combined Council/PC vember 12, 2014 Combined Council/PC
lovember pecting - a Minutes y
plovember 13, 2014 PC Agenda fovember 11, 2014 #C Minutes
ember 4, 2014 PC | Meet ecember 4. 2014 PC Special Minutes
ember 11, 2014 PC Agenda ecember 11, 2014 PC Minutes
|
201 ]
IF cbeuary 14, 2013 Agenda ebruary 14, 2013 PC Minutes i
cbruary 21, 2013 Agenda ‘cbruary 21, 2013 PC Minutes
March pMarch 14, 2013 Agenda March 14, 2013 PC Minutes
April Wpril 11, 2013 Agenda Apeil 11, 2013 PC Minites
May pay 9, 2013 Agenda May 9, 2013 PC Minutes
PMay 16, Spocial Meeting May 16, Special Mectng PC Minutes
Pune e 13, 2013 Agenda une 13, 2013 PC Minutes
uly 11, 2013 Agenda Euly!\,ZDUPCMvMes
ember 12, 2013 Agenda ember 12, 2013 PC Minutes
tober 10, 2013 nda ober 10, 2011 PC Minutes
ovember 14, 2013 Agenda wermnber 14, 2013 PC Minutes
[December ember 12, 2013 Agenda ecember 12, 2013 PC Minutes
\
http:l/www.soumogdcncity.com/planning_mning,lplanning_oommission_.agcnda_minutcs/ 1/9/2016
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Public Notice Website Pagelof1 /2,
Utah gov Servces Agencies Search of of Utsh gow »
O?d"\ P’D’Vo baf/t y,d(o fetof/‘y
About Logn

Weicome 1o the Utah Public Notice Website Your central source for all public notice information n Utah Wﬁ,‘/q,; /e '{'

P, uy

About the Utah Public Notice Website y
doesn ’f

The Utah Pubiic Notics i ded 10 bringing greator sibidity 10 public notice ink and particip ('4’
public. R is a central source for afl public notice info statewide, provided in 3 format for !llovnhpuuc

1o subscribe by either RSS feed or email 1o a Body 10 receive its notices and updates.

Public notice inf of the g public of g or govemnment-related activites which may thair local area,

municipality, county, or state. The Open and Public Moetings Act ( ) mandates that notice and the agendas of

public meetings be avadable to the public. The minutes of open meetings and public ink d at the open ting are public
nformation. A state agency Body and the legisiative body of a county, city, of fown are required to post these materials on the Utah Public
Notice Wobsite. The audio recordings of open also public information and the audio recordings of state bodies must be

oh the either by posing or linking. Audio recording of open meetings of the state's political subdivisions ane not
Mnmmum but must be otherwise available to the public.

Requirements for other typos of public notice can be found in more than 80 statutes in Utah law. They are o din sk
actions of state agency bodies and commissions, mmmummnmmmmwc«omumm
17), municipalties (Utah Code Title 10 and Title 11), local or special districs (Utah Code Title 178, 17C, and 17D), and other references. |

g the

In some specific mandates, public notices must not only be posted on the Utah Public Notice Website, but also on the Legal Notice
Webse (as estabiished in ). However, posting public notice on the Legal Notice Website does not refleve a
Body from posting public notice on the Utah Public Notice Website If legally required.

Understanding Notices:
Click on a term to read #ts definition
Body

A Body is any administrative, advesory,
exocutive, or legisiative body of the state or its

Public Information:
Marty bodies now have the minutes, audio
gs, and other from their

open and public meetings on the website.
Al state agency bodies are required to post
this information, while specified local

poiitical subdvisions et is creatod by the ™ bodies are d to post

Umah Consttution, statute, nie, or L and h To find this public

eackSON; Consists of two Of MO POrons, Iinformation, search for the Body, then look

ors n whole at the attachments.

OF in part by tx revenue: and is vested with

the 10 make Qarcng e

public’s business.

Public Notice Create yous own Public
Notice WAdget

Public Meeting You Can now sendy Gepiey

Public Hearing O 08, O YOu! OO
wotrsto

About Public Notice Website:

d [““{ Utah's bodies are required to

1 | post notices of open meetings

L=< and other public natices on the
Utah Public Notice Website. The statute
establshing this website is in

, but theve are many

mandates dictating the information and
ming of public notices.

Training

The Utah State Archives has tools 10 assist
?hose tasked with posting public notices
online.

\ltah 0oy bome | UAsh gov Terms of Uise | S gov Privacy Policy | Uiah oy Acoessbity Polcy | Tramiele Wah ooy

http://www.utah.gov/pmn/about.html

Copygtt & 2014 Buse of Uit - AK nghts reserved
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Parcel Search Page 1of2 /5,

Mutkot Tax Vilue

o ’
r Ty
Weber County Parcel Search
2380 Washington Bivd Ogden, Wah
Weber County Home - Parcel Search -  Interactive Maps
Print this page
Ownership Property
Current Taxes Info Tax History | oo o cteristics | Pelinquent Taxes
i< —-Back to Search Make a Payment Online!
Property Tax:
2 = Online Payments
Parcel # 06-051-0010
Each of the four areas below expand to provide you (up to 20 years of) back history. For example:
Go to itern #3 “Taxing Unit Areas” and dick on *View All Years”, then dick on one of the year’s listed. You can
then click on one of the entity listed, for wle ‘Uibrary’, and see what you have paid to that entity
for the prior years,
Tax History
;. Property Charges
(View All Years) [Collapse Section]
Year Asmnt Charge Direct Charge Penalty Total
2015 $1,370.96 - $13.71 $1,384.67
< o
2. Property Values Am (awW/Ud[ //p‘{f Aluii
[View All Years] [Collapse Section) de Vﬂv(‘l‘{l? Seems low ﬁ" (& .,u‘{
Year Tax Year Owner Market Total Taxable Value & 4
2015 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $95,858.00 $95,856.00 4. Pmrqu is worth
440 S Redwood Rd ‘
Salt Lake City Ut 84104 00,
2014 ﬁ:nm«c Roofing Lic % Ron Case $93,036.00 $93,036.00 ¢ .’r 0 more ”'M\
S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104 ‘h 1997. W*yz.(?
2013 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $87,905.00 $87,905.00 |, $
440 S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104
2012 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case 4$96,639.00 $96,639.00
440 S Redwood Rd
Sakt Lake City Ut 84104
2011 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $96,639.00 $96,639.00
440 S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104
2010 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $96,639.00 $96,639.00 *
440 S Redwood Rd
Sait Lake City Ut 84104
2009 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $100,994.00 $100,994.00
440 S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104
2008 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $100,994.00 $100,994.00
440 S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104
2007 Guaranteed Roofing Lic % Ron Case $100,994.00 $100,954.00
440 S Redwood Rd
Salt Lake City Ut 84104
2006 Gu:samm Roo!:;g Lic % Ron Case $100,994.00 $100,994.00
440 S Redwood —
Salt Lake City Ut 84104 52,9/( Loss
2005 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00 ‘
701 40th 5t Upon 9¢//:nj
Ogden Ut 84403
2004 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00
701 40th St
Ogden Ut 84403
2003 $125,775.00 $129,775.00
http://www3.co.weber.ut.us/psearch/tax.php 1/9/2016
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Parcel Search Page 2 of 2 /6,

Umoh, David §

701 40th St

Ogden Ut 84403
2002 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00

701 40th St

Ogden Ut 84403
2001 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00

701 40th St

Ogden Ut 84403
2000 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00

701 40th St

Ogden Ut 84403
1999 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00

701 40th St

Ogden Ut 84403
1998 Umoh, David S $129,775.00 $129,775.00

2 ; It eppeacs that
1997 Umoh, David S $94,742.00 $94,742.00 5 p
{
1996 Umoh, David S $91,376.00 $91,376.00 uf defe when
1995 Hardy Enterprises Inc $91,376.00 $91,376.00 9“-5 Tthion bcc
1994 Hardy Enterprises Inc $91,376.00 $91,376.00 ou o{ bk’ >
/

1993 Hardy Enterprises Inc $91,376.00 $86,807.00 ness Un
1992 Hardy Enterprises Inc . ss6,807.00 HOTH Street
1991 Hardy Enterprises Inc $91,376.00 $86,807.00 w MMIS
1990 Hardy Enterprises Inc $91,376.00 $73,100.00

B. Taxing Unit Arecas

[View All Years) [Collapse Section]

Tax Year Unit Rate
2015 27 014302 -
4. Payments
[View All Years] [Collapse Section]
|Pay Date Payee Amount Status
2015 Total Payments $0.00

Make a Payment Online!
Property Tax
2 = Online Payments

Weber County Treasurer
B801-399-8454
2380 Washington Bivd Ste 350 - Ogden, UT 84401
<--Back to Search

Copyright © Weber County

Any questions concerning tax payment information should be directed to:

http://www3.co.weber.ut.us/psearch/tax.php

1/9/2016
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7 Pol Eions of Concern W///eh/Zmir7 [«r[/q 2l

1.0 South Ogden City Center &
40th Street Corridor

1.1. Introduction {1) Encourage existing residents 1o remain downtown and new
residants 10 locate In residential areas between 36th and 40th

In 2008, an update of the South Ogden City General Plan was
This plon presented a vision, and stated o number of goals

and policies 10 drect future development in South Ogden. (2)  Maintain stable areas by continuing the existing scole and feel of
the surrounding residential blocks

Goal 1: Make South Ogiden Oty distinet and identifiatile from i resxc

surrounding municipalities (3] Facilitate new developmont and encourage new investment
through allowing uses in the core 10 redevelop In creative, Mixed

Policy: resicential wiys

(1) Develop the east and west sides of Washinglon Boulevard (4) Focilitate good, non-conflicting transition between commersial

between 36th and 42na Streets into a dscomabile and attractive and residential uses

downtown for South Ogden

(2) Encourage a major transformation of Washington Boulevard
nto an urban setting that establishes the sense of downtown 10

Goal 4; Create places for the community to gather and events 10 draw
residents to these places

MAtONSts and passensby Policy:
Goal 2; Create a distinet city center or “heort of the community” (1) Ciearly designate and signify routes which connect residents to
other nesghborhoods and important places within the oty and
Policy: adjacent 1o it

(1) Develop & commundy center in the @usting CowMown area where @ neighborhood destinations th the community
residents of South Ogden can gather for community events
This form-based code is a tool that will allow and promote these goals

Goal 3: Faciiitate the careful integration of new development and and poicies to deveiop a city center consistent with the Ganeral Plan,

redeveiopment in axisting neighbornhoods This code plans for & future widening of 40th Stroet 1o accommodate

Policy a form of dedicated transit (stroetcor, busrapsd transd, otc.), ano
S

&

|
Cn gl - o

__ Need more 11405 facancy ‘Frn.\,. City,

. ﬁu ( ein 9'
g.tdp;r‘lt? ﬂa‘%} the orly f“/l
/ 5 locatin o the North side of fown
T Resideuts have aud requlucly use.
== 40th Street Corridor £ ¢caner¢ial
don/c/muf the reeson
l—-) This Area hgg o RANP dollurs are
Steeper ﬂafc; beln fro/c;c.( h
zrt & then 5% wyg  be spest here?

City Center

Dutrcts et as AbA Compliund.
Figure 11 (1) Do Pdn-m/(a;/n,“,flp:,/( on 34 aviilubil
? Stalls alen e Strecl eof  Dean-Augem 2015

behind the stere Fles\f?
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22,

2.1 General Requirements.
1. Intent.
The ds 9 0 this are intended 10:

(1) Create complate stroots that address all modes of travel,

pa t width, or
site characienstics.,

15 0OPENGNg ON Lunique

2.Graphics.
The graphics peovided here, ing sach street type, are samples.

Inchuding pedestrian traffic, icycle traffic, transit, and
traffic.

(2) Address all features of the street Aght-of-way, )

of and ap B of that
street type, By applying the standards outlined, and working with the

parkways, raffic lanes, bicycle lanes, and medians.
(3) Provide acequate acoess 1o all lots for vehacies and pedestrians.

Department of Public Works and the City A other configu:
are p

3.Typical Street Elements.

Typical of a vehicular Right-of-Way are dwided into the

(4) Create streets that aro ate for thew in d
commercial, or mixed Use subdistricts and are designed to
encourage travel at 8pprop: J and sp

(S) Creato streets and public nghts-of-way that result in Stormwater
runoff g Y and improved qualty of stor
runoff,

2. Applicabllity.
The standards in this section apply 1o all vehicular rgs-of-wary within
oll Subdistricts,

Exceptions. Washington Boulevard and Riverdale Road are UDOT rmads,
and the Cty should work with UDOT on any future design changes, 0
hat these roads can better support the goals of this form based code.

The future re-design of 40th Street will vary depending on whether it
contains o transat line, and should be designed specifically for the type
of transit mode it will contain.

3.Goneral Requirements.

Al d streets, or furnishings zones, and sidewalks
shat bo d in dedi d dar Rights-of-Way as required by
this article.

(1) Street Types. Al new vehacular rights-of way shall match one of the
mmrwwzamz&mwwmmwﬁ
or peivatedy held,

(2) Public Use. All streets shall be avadable for public use at all tmes.
Gated streets and streots posted 8% private are not permitied.

4.Street Construction Specifications.

Al construction in the rght-of way shall follow specifications defined by
the Department of Public Works.,

2.2 General Street Type Standards.

1.Street Types.

Street Types defined in this secton outhne street
configurations. New stroets should be designed using the principies
and charactedistics defined by each street type. The Caty Manager or
m.aMmmmmemwmdw.

vehicular and pedestrian realm. Each street type detaded in this article
outhnes which facilities are applicable. Refer to Figure 2.2 (1) Typical
Right-of-Way Elements.

(1) Veticular Realm. The realm s
travel lanes, bicydle fanes, and parking lanes.

(2) Pe Realm. The p ) Tealm IS ty by "

of p fi such as path/trai, or off-streat

bicycie path, and a buffor area consisting of a landscape zone

or fumishings zone that serves to buffer pedestrians or bicyclists
from the movements of hgher spoed vehicles in the vehicular
realm,

(@) Lar pe Zone. Al urea the back of
curb or odge of pavement to the sidewalk in which street
trees, swales, lighting, and signage may be located. Typically
used adja to I build

(b} Furnishings Zone. A hardscape area that extends from the
sidewalk to the back of curd, in which street trees, street
furniture, hghting, and signage may be located. Typically used
adiacent 1o commercial or office bulldings.

Exisfing tum lune
Works WJ! o qoTH Sfﬂd
for vetucle treffic, On stea
peaking Wik treffic

d of vehicular

o bl ol =T~ el o
u_l_;——.;'-q;fl__l—l—lp

w e e
t,il___. S0 Sk — odSH

Figure 2.2 (1). Typical Right-of-Way Blements.

Vet heu

Lo

2.0 Street Types
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2.0 Street Types

4.Vehicular Travel Lanes

The number and width of vehicular travel lanes are determined by the
Streot Type,

§.Vehicular On-Street Parking.

On-street parking, as permittod on designated strect types, shall meet
the following requirements.,

(1) Parallel and diagonal parking is permitted on designated stroet
types,

{2) Vehicular Parking Space Dimensions, The approneiate demansions
for oa-street parking spaces are outhned in Table 2.2 (1):
On-Stroet Parking Space Dimensions and Figure 2.2 (2): On-strect
Parking Layout. The width of a parking space shall be measured
from the center of a stripe.

6.Bicycie Facilities.

The following types of bicycle accommocdations are permitted in the

venicular realm per Streat Type. Refor to Figure 2.2 (3).

(1) Cycle Track. A cyclo track s & Separate 0n-r0ad bicycle faciity that
5 typcally adiacent 10, but phiysically separated from, vehicular
atfic and parking by a basrier.

(2) Dedicated Bicycle Lane. Dedicated bicycle tanes are striped lanes

Ange Curblength  Stall Width  Stall Depth
(degrees) (teet) (teet) (teet)
0 20 7 7
a5 12 85 17
60 10 85 18
90 9 85 18

nu-ummmummmh{"y nafow st

o

not very 5 o }r;wlly,
2 Cycle Track,

Lane. / Lane.
= 7% \ .
o ;
'k g
ln‘i “)
- L 2> B ,
™ 7 B G- BT
e 1 Kl - {
= 1 30

Figuro 2.2 (3). OnStreet Bicycle Faciiities.

on the outside of the cutermost travel lanes that are dessgnated
for only técycle usa, This lane occurs on both sides of the street
and shall be four 1o six feet wide

{3) Designated Shared Lane. A designated shared lane & a lane that
15 shared betwoeen vehicles and bicycles, Thes Lane s typically
wider than a standard vehicutar kane, minimum 13 feet, in order
to accommodate both types of users, and includes a painted
bicycle marker combined with a double arrow (known as a

). This impe nt occurs on both directions.

(4) Shared Lane. A sharod lane refers to a street that does not have
bicycle lanes of a designated shared fane, but the speed and
configuration of the street is such that bicycles could comfortably
share lanes with traffic,

Ma

Incorporation of stormwater 2 1t best pe into the

Right-of-Way design Is encouraged, such as incorporating drainage

swoles and slotted curbs into the Landscape Zone/Furnishing Zone, or

permeable paving in the parking kane.
On-street  Travel
Parking Lane
< 26—
'./

7.Stor 2

widths I

Figure 2.2 (2). OnStreet Parking Layout.

8
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Al

2.6 Neighborhood Street.

1.Intent.

The Neighborhood Stréet 1S 8 low capadity street designed for
slow speeds with a standard right of wary. It primarily seeves those =S T W e =~ s "o
residences of businesses dwectly ad@acent to it. Refer to the typical Permitted Adjacent

Al Buil
plan and section, Figure 2.6 (1). Building Iding Types
2.General Requirements. Typical Rightot-Way — w
mnwwmoasvutmuoemm using the standards in Width

Table 2.6 (1). T‘,‘; na W&(k In (&f-fcfku.’ﬁz,
Veutlle WA, cr F’;ﬂ“ where there s Mo 7 T
show, but not well in ll\‘al. I“y (s Towlloms yets
'IaV‘ b(’éA V‘“‘#( l'z(t{ ‘,\'d Lane Width 18

s lizad o o s, b
grbnd e Aliowab .
f SldUnm”“ Wﬂld }t nv(( {0 Parking Lanes * Paraliel roquared on cne side of street

Pavement Width 32', 20" for alternative
have on af least ome side of e
the K-2 Zwumes, Please Bicycle Facilities > Shared
Considles witheuT akirg cu e e
drive wiys ,'Ileja. ecosan Foliten NS e s o s
Street Buffer Minimum 9 feet wide Landscape Zone
(Parkwary)

t Rederenco 2.2 (3) for on street parking requirements
2 Reforonce 2.2 (4) for bicycle faciity types and requirecments

Tobie 2.6 (1). Newr Stroet Re

NW will our ot 5*(&15 }e f(‘m‘l
S— N (P nZu, wa "1‘3 will be {‘.n.:y

and genereting mere
in the winfe J J
‘“vf’ he ¢f 1?

T WD l‘?)n s
il reve ke 9

Mumnﬁmm Figre 2.6 (2) Alternative 50° Right-of-Way Neighborhood Street.

2.0 Street Types 13
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3.0 Subdistricts

s

i 3 -
§ 20 Lo
r
B

-~ S|

Table 3.1 (1). Zoning Map
Town Center “Core”

Town Center "General”

- Riverdale Road “General
- 40th Street “General”

Edge

3.0 Subdistricts 37

e —
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Ze.

e
3 |
iodv gy By
K
Residential & Lodging
Residential - o o e o
Hotel & Inn T e e e e «
ResidentialCare @~ =~ ® @ e
Civic
Assembly e o o * «
Transit Station e o o e o
Hospital & Clinic - e o . 5
(‘f"’/""“’)“"‘/"’“m e o ® e -
Police & Fire : ) s
S Ay e YRR | e o
Rotai
(Neighborhood Retail e e e e ) & Who tume 4117 w/ dtffin:{:'o;pr?
General Retail =T o 3
Outdoor Sales Lot T
Service
(eighborhood Service e o o o) 2 (Sume as uf)ove)
General Service
Vehicle Service e -
Office & Industrial
Office -~ e e *
e ; R e
Infrastructure
Parking Lot ¢« © e ©
Parking Structure e 0 o ©
Utilty & Infrastructure ~ © ) o
OpenSpace @ © © © © © =
Accessory Uses @ Pormatted
-  Permitted in Upper Storles Only
Home Occupation L] L] L] L L] € Permitted with Development
OwdoorStorageofGoods € © O Sl o s i
Parking Lot e o o o
Puddggsggctm ( o « Jou. A Table 4.1 (1). Uses by District.
4.0 Uses 41
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’ * Do Ii.‘,l\h‘;ual steres  below bg'/ny n ”/Vei,hhrlwul"ﬂn/whm.7

I wewld say NO!

27.

I€ it means el or fene, T recemmend dene,

Many Pesple bowght their homes in residentuad reigharhoods, not by stores,

located in the side of rear yards, screened from the front lot (WWE} General Service
line.
2 o N Arcace Al Neghborhood Services
¢ P s m:”wd m:"mm” Bank or other Financiol Service
windshield wiper fluld or salt, Is pormitted Guring DUSINess g, e, gnog eauty Saion, & Spa Animal Boarding (interior only)
hours under the canopy and adjacent 1o the principal Biiard Hatl Acuatic Faciitios
structure, Catering Batting Cages
Check Cashing Eowhng ASey
Day Cave, Adult or Crikd Concert Mt
@lllﬂl G | Retail Dq&omvgz::::y Extorminating & Dainfocting Service
* ~ ~— = Fitness, Dance Studio, & Gym Minature Goif Course
Antique Shop p . . R Small Goods & Dlect
Apparel & Accessory Swore Apptiance & Electronc Sales & Service 9 ond d‘m & indoor
Art & Education Sudpies Automotive Supply {no service) m""'" e sei bt den.
Bakary. Retall Comguter Software Sales & Lnasing Mailing Services Sharting Rink
Bcycle Saks & Repair Department Store Je Mcrotremery e Tty Prercing Parior
Book, Magazine, Gun Shop Pet Grooming
& Newspapet Store Home Furnistings & Accessones Sales
DBuskding Materals. Mardware, 4 Restals s
and Garden Supely Medical Sepply Store & Rental Prosography Studio & Supplies
Cameen & Photo Supply Store Motorcycso & Motor Scooter Sales. m“"“ N oL or
Heating. Ax C & Pumbing
M‘““f":s"‘” Soppiss, Soiea, & Sarvice 200t beveragn requests
Catmnet Supoly (deplay only) Shoe Repair
D'“'ms::" Machios Sales and Reatal Todor & Sosmetress
Fobric & Ceht Agricutture Equigment and 2 Tanning Saion
Florist Sutply Tattooy/Percing Parior
Gift, Novelty, & Souvenir Shop Electricat Suppk Theater
Grocery Stoee "
Marchancae Verceg Machine rasning Centee
Hardware Store Operararn Trawed Agoncy & Tour Oporator
Hobby Shop Madical Supply Store & Sales Veterinanan
Jewnicy Saks & Repoir
Luggage & Leother Goods
Music Store Table 4.2 (2). Typical Service Uses.
Masical Instroment Repair & Sels
Ofice Supoly Office
e R Architocture/Engineering/Design  Aocoeding & Sound Studio
Party Supply Shop Buliding Contractor (office only} Ressasch & Dovelopment
* Pawn Shop Business Conguiting me
Pt & Pet Supply Charitable Institutions
S Co ¥ Suppos
* mmmm ms«L *
w.mmmu-m Educational Services (Tutor & testing)
Sporting Goods Sales & Rental Employment Agency
e doadca qunm:lm
Toy Shop
Video/Game Sales & Renta! Legat Services
Wine & Ligucr Shop Management Services.
Physical Th Physical
Medical & Dental with Laboratory
Table 4.2 (1). Typical Retail Uses. PR & Advertisng
. Property Development
Se¢ 3674 Strect market on 3TH stypt, msosvsuso
Estate
De residents reully waat alichel P

seid where residents [rve? How llricthg

(5 this business?

4.0 Uses
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5.0 Building Types & Tee ol ttf ¢ .

fing

5.8. Civic Building

1. Description & Intont

The Civic Bulldng s the most flexibe
Building Type intended only for crwe
and insttutional types of uses. These
bulldings are distinctive within the urban
fabnic créated by the other Building
Types and could be designed as wonic
structures, In contrast to most of the
other Building Typoes, a minimum setback
lina is required instead of a build 10
zone, though this setback ks required to
be landscaped. Parking is kmited to the
rear in Most cases.

The minimum and madmum heights
of this Building Type depend on the
subdestnict within which it Is located,

2. Rogulations

Regulations for the Crvic Building type
are defined in the adiacent table.

-
Ta
Sw gy us

R

Notes

' Lots wider than 140 feet are permitted
008 double-loaded amsle of parking
(maximuen width of 72 feet), located
parpandiculas 10 the front proparty line,
which is exemgt trom front property ine
caverage.

7 I 18 feet or moree in heght, ground
story shall Count as two 100)es towards.

manmum bulddng height.

City Riverdale
Center City Center Road 40th Street Edge
“Core” General *General™ Genernl
(1) Building Siting nee w rgse 5410
Muttipie Principal Bulldings per=vttnd
Front Sidewalk Covernge not resited
Occupation of Comer not required /
© Front Setback s 10 w w 5
© Comer Setback o 5 L3 s p
© Minkmum Side Yord Setback 5 5 5 s
© Minimum Rear Yard Setback s s £y 5 5
Qmmwm w0 50 &' 8o 0 1
Maximum Lot Width oo nene rone none none Zo
rowr & rear &
Om&m roar roar ntence side  imeror side |0 & intenor
yarg* yord®
Omm From aliey. if 00 alley csts, 1 drveway Dér S0t frontage
(2) Height s w rgse ss
Gummw 1 wery 1 wory 1 story 1 story 1 wory
mew Ssiores S vones S stones 3 stones 2 wores
© A Stortes:  Minimum Height o v o C e
Maximum Height E o wW E 0
(3) US@S it i figure 50 (2 eter 5 4.0 Unen Sor parmennd uses.
@ A Stories e 10 chee & Pertumonal uses cnly
Qmmm pormised fully v basement and in reer of UppPer S00rs
© Required Occupled Space 30 Se0p on il 8oces feom th ot facade
(4) Street Facade Requiroments i w g 55 0
ommpuom 0%
Stoery
Blonk Wall Limitations rot rogured
ommwmm ar0sde, $0p
fronn o fron oc froek or front or froc o
@ Priacipal Entrance Location comer eomas comer e comer tacade
Roquired Number of Primary Street 1 per 100" 1 par 1507 1 por 150" 1 per 150 1 por 150" of
Entrances of facade  of facace of facade of tacade Tac e
Vertical Facade Divisions not requeed
Horizontal Facade Divisions NOL reguaed
(5) Roof Type Requirements nw i e a8
@ Permitted Roof Types Paraset, itchad, Mat: other /ol hypes are pormitied by Conationsl Use
@ Tower permtied

41

Oraft - January 2010
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10.0 Administration

29,5,
Why is sume one who 5 no#
a &)kﬂ\oden (lf}' Res/ b\f'je

in cA arye o{-‘ either
od

10.1 General Provisions.

1.Purpose.

1t &5 the intent of this code to promote public health, safety, and

general welfare of the community, rofl g the goals vod

within the South Ogden City General Plan. It includes but &5 not limited

o the 5pecific purposes below.

(1) To achieve mixed use development that is appropriate in scale
and intansaty for the neight ds and sites pr 1o transt
5t0ps and stations.

(2) To establsh a refationship botween buddings, streets, and open
spaces that is pedestrian, bicycle, and transit-oriented.

3 bummmmmovsmtmlmm
watar, and open and 10 fx
e lon'f mtmmmmuwmnmwmm
n(¢d — runoff and mitigation the urban heat sla
mole (@)

red
To promote a vanety of transp P for

'hfe- (5)

wiSitors,

Lmdm %‘1$’ bay “r wommec,

or ity me

(1) New Develop iy ael s nd 20N

de’wmunmumdmmemgam
| the effective date of this code shall be subject to all applicable

regulations of this code.

Renovated Structures. All buikling renovations affecting greater
than 25% gross square footage of 8 structure within the kmis

Tomsmtmuw
wmmtmmmmmm’

ent,

of this code shall be subject to all ble regul of this
code,
3 |mmmmwmnnmmmma
has been applied for n with the prior

law in advance of this code's effective date, saad devalopment
may comply with the plans from which the permit was approved

and, upon comp a i of cecupancy of zoning.

certificate (o d all cor are met) o the folk

(®)  Work of construction is Degun within one year of the effective
date of this code.

After the off date of this code, QUsing
buildngs and uses that do not comply with the regulations of this
code shall be d noncont £ and are subject to the
standards of 10.4 Nonconformances.

(5) AN roads, alleys, parking lots, service areas and similar facities
d for and not specifically as
Mmmmmmummmwuu
will not be responsitile for CONSITUCHNG, MANaging, operating or
mummwummmmm"mm
s o prop incl inthe
controlled by this code.

- ok Pusea Cede < Code Lonblefs iy

small /m' 4‘2

3.Administration & Enforcement.

The provisions of this code shall be administered and end|

Cay or designee, unless otherwise specifically stated. For the
purposes of this code, the term Gty Manager shall be Inclusive of his
of hor designees.

Where provisions of this code differ from the Gty's Code, the
requirements of this code shall apply. 0 M,ffrefp”t"y

%‘mﬁﬁ boes this make Sluse jy , 4

Apphications (form, fees, and plan sets) shall be filed with the Gy
Manager or dgesignee.,

[$1] P ) Form, A forms are béa from the City.

(2) Fees. Fee amounts are available from the City and are due at the
time the application & made; the will be dered
incompiete if fees are not paid.

Plan St Requirements. Number of copies and munimum scale of

drawings shall be noted on the apphcation form. All plans shall be

}’Wnnm-m«mmnwmlmmj
NAD1983 state plane cocrdinates,

(4) Filing Deadline. Filing deadlines are established by the Gty and

available a1 Caty location,

With d of A Aops may

whole of in part at any point in the process prior 1o being acted of
ruled upon; new application form, foes, and plan sets are required
for reapplication,

{6) Records on File, A and the resulting recommendations
and rulings shall bo kept on file by the City Manager or Designee
and shall be considered public record,

(7) Notice requir for each are iled in the City
code.

5.Zoning Map

The areas and s of the listed in 3.0 are hareby

established to scale as shown on the map entithed Zonng Map of the
city and referred to heresn as “Zoning Map®.

6.Process
Arvy within a shall be in

ce with the f in 10.2, and Title 10 of the
City Code.

(1) The application shall incluce the following processes
{a) Pre-Application mnmmxo.z.z.
(b) Site Plan Approval, & builging, site, and

Refer t0 10.2.5. I 4 Mn.’.( shald be
7.5taff Review ST m.)/d be o M%

NWWmmMumaw.mw.uaW%f

with all submttals for Regulating Plans and Site Plans Thi "

within the Subdistricts upon review by a Staff Review Committes. | 1> ,9;‘*&!
Mu
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B - y 29,8,
R = g Much of this Seens *
10.0 Administration .../ e o o %%\ _
hone oo vho tuilodly 05 o (&
_ 5 pu/uuui eir rcon fiream, | - 3N
dimensions. (refer 10 9.0) that was legally Prior 10 the adoption of amendment  »~ *
(v) Building Type Requirements within one foot of required 10 this code, but that could not occur under the current provisions § 3’
dimensions. {refer to 5.0) of this code, =< &
(v)  Aaditional exceptions may be granted based on a formal @ R onC A P ” P '@'\ 03
request in writing by the applicant, stating specific continue based upon the following conditions. > g
:‘w‘:’:m'm'”m?““"":m'”':m (8) Aerations. Th standsrds of tis code shall appy o 3 5.5
development, » *) >~

(4) Apphcation Process Time Line. An Application for Exception shall
be submitted concurrontly with the process seeking exception o :
from, edther Regulating Plan Approval or Ste Plan Approval. (4) @ renovation o front facade occurs with

In
betfe

(@) Staff Review Committee. The Staff Review Committee shall no added bulding square footage, the street facade g\g
review and makeg r % on the apph within Requirements and Entrance Type Requirements (refor = =
the same tme line as the applicable process, Regulating 10 5.9) shall be met when the existng bulding front of
Plan or Site Plan approval. comer facade is located within the build to zone and the g

(b) The City Manager or Designee shall rencer a dectsion 1o renovation includes any one of the following:
app or g the ¢ within the same time L Installation of additional doors o & change in
line as the applicabl Regulating Plan or Site Plan location of & door.
approval, I, Expansion or change in locotion of 30% of windows

on any street fagace,
2.Variances . Replacement of 30% or more of facade matenals

Reder t0 Tithe 10-4-6 (C) of the City Code for information on the variance on any street facing facede with a different facede

matenal,
prose T} When a renovation of the shape or style of the rool jvm‘/

occurs with no added bulkding square footage, the Roof '\ « .
10.4. Nonconformances. Type Requirements (refer 1o 5.10) shall be met when 'V{w

the easting bullding frant or comer facade s located M”o
1.General Requiroments. within the buikd-t0 zone, ﬂ’
O m,ﬁ‘ repairs requ d for and r
(1) Intent. To provide a set of reguations for legal nonconforming ® Mm:cmdwwéum.m”w@md (I,tec%
Mammwa.wlosoodwkummw = window or door glass: and interior alterations that do not m
oonditiong under which those.nonooe 8hal be gragunlly affect the exterior of the buiding do nat trigger conformance 1 €4 .
st v ot Uy}
(2) Applicability. The ds in this apply as folows. (c) Impact on Nonconformety. No or repair shall 3
() The provisions detailed in thes section apply to all structures, expand the existing of create a new nonconformity uniess
uses, of o that tawfully d prior 10 the otherwise permitied by this section, 10.4.2 Nonconforming
adoption of or Amendment 1o this code, but that may not Structures.
occur under the current provisions of this code Title 1016, (d) Damage or Destruction. A nonconforming structure may be
(1) Structures, uses, and sita characterstics that did not pared and Iits use if wged by any means not
larullly exist prioe 10 the effectve date or amendmnen 1o within the control of the owner per the Utah Code.
this code shall not be cor d legal 4 @) Abandonment. The right to utéze a nonconforming structure ,;\"’
and therefore are not protected under the provisions of this * “hal be terminated if the snotuieed oris  &—YOF
secton. abandoned for a penod of 12 consecutive months, ,QW\
@) ¢ AR ” p— - (i) M the owner is actively seeking another tenant for the

use of structure, the 12 month pariod may be extended |Q, .L'
up to an addtional 12 months with permssion of the

City Council. Viu Wt
(1) To obtain this extension, the owner must provide 0; {4\

evidence of this activity, ncluding solicitation, showing L'

the site to potential tenants, and maintenance of M
.s Wfd utilities and other site facilities for reuse; simply listing

the ste as available real estate is not sufficent. R;’W

4) Mai Al noncor shall be d a8
required by law to protect public health safety, and welfare,
provided said maintenance Goes not result in the expansion of the
nonconformity.

% fos O
ae:J curt bt Zong,

2. Nonconforming Str
(1) matent. To p b for the

: und$ shonld, be anailhe Pvreé(crly or RDA peaple " Uiz

ri
% who can nof mainttin. foblem solved s a o sl

(arge dejrec by doing this: —— mﬁ
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They then moved to the next item on the agenda.

B. Consideration of Resolution 13-30 — Approving the Canvass of Election
City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov pointed out a correction that needed to be made in the
resolution concerning when the canvass needed to take place, and asked that the
change be included in the motion. The resolution should read that the canvass be held
no sooner than seven days after the election, but no later than fourteen days. She
then reported the votes had been counted, including all the provisional and absentee
ballots, and she felt the count had been fair and accurate. She recommended the
council approve the canvass of the election. Mayor Pro Tem Smith called for a motion
concerning Resolution 13-30.

Council Member Orr moved to approve Resolution 13-30, with the revisions that had
been mentioned. Council Member Strate seconded the motion. Mayor Pro Tem
Smith asked if there were further discussion, and seeing none, he called the vote:

Council Member Orr- Yes
Council Member Strate- Yes
Council Member Benard- Yes
Council Member Porter- Yes
Council Member Smith- Yes

The canvass of election was approved.

C.  Discussion on Bike/Alternative Transportation Plan
City Planner Mark Vlasic presented the Bike Transportation Plan, reviewing the different
types of bike lanes allowed according to the width of the street. He reported the
planning commission had suggested some additions to the plan, including a crossing at
4400 South and Washington Boulevard to coincide with the school crossing located
there. He also pointed out staff had looked at other bike routes in surrounding
communities to make sure our bike routes linked up with theirs.
Council Member Orr suggested that the route going down 5600 South link up with
Chambers Street. Council Member Benard also asked that the bike route connect with
the Junior High. He also asked if some of the yellow paths should be connected for
more consistency; he pointed the areas out on the map, Mr. Viasic said he would
study the suggestions to see if they would work and add them to the map.

City Planner Viasic presented the concept drawings (see Attachment A), explaining they

were the result of the council’s direction from a previous work session.  City Manager

Dixon informed the council that since the packet had been sent out, several

departments had written reports concerning the proposed median and how it affected

safety. The reports had been added to the packet and the council could view them on U(”T

their monitors. 4

Mr. Viasic pointed out the different features of each concept. He said UDOT had ue ﬁ&,'\

reviewed the concept drawings. They felt the median with minimized access points (_W ﬂl/

was a positive attribute, as it affected traffic flow less.  Mr. Viasic knew that a raised shuﬂ\-

median offered challenges for things like snow removal and emergency vehicle access, d‘&(

but he felt there was plenty of time to address the issues and determine exactly what wi

the city needed and wanted for 40" Street. The concept drawings would put the city PM (C:' ll?

at an advantage when actual engineering for the street began. §L ,0 7
s

November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes ey A Hrafic

(o gestion
Myé’mw,

for 272eme Gingle),
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31,

The council asked several questions concerning the median. The point was brought
out that the median would exist no matter what, however, whether it was simply
K - painted on the road or raised was what needed to be determined.
kgree “/—) Council Member Porter said he was concerned with how the median would affect
what (ouneil Mo h,. access to future businesses on the road, as well as how it would affect the emergency

vehicles that traveled to McKay-Dee Hospital, City M n remini e m
f or ftf Y f[‘fe(, council of an economic study done by Zion’s Bank for 40™ Street which determined that J .
the presence of a median increased pedestrian traffic and had a positive economic fer Son | D)

effect on businesses.

Mr. Dixon asked the council what they would like staff to do next; would they like staff n {' @

to hold off until funding for the project became available, or was there some additional res; dw of
work staff should be doing.  The council discussed the matter and determined that ~ Sau den
staff should begin to address the problems brought up by the different departments amf.

concerning a raised median and how best to address them. City Planner Vlasic + oes
suggested that a traffic engineer look the concept drawings and give a review. ho II‘WC
o ommute
V. DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR REPORTS (6] ilirly, tlomg
A.  Parks and Public Works Director Jon Andersen-Project Updates Yotk Street.
Pl‘“\hf/r

Mr. Andersen reported all road projects had been completed. ’“y Y Der,', x

He also said the Doren Drive Water Project was 90% done, but construction had been
stopped because of the weather. The remainder would be completed in the spring. ﬁ/@/ '§ ﬁ’fm

Mr. Andersen reported the Public Works Rodeo had been a success and thanked the M G U
council for allowing them to kick off the winter season with the rodeo, %)

'Fwnct‘m. R
B.  Police Chief Darin Parke - Code Enforcement Quarterly Report
Chief Parke began his report by saying it covered the period from July through fd’ﬂd on l{Om

September. In that time 130 cases had been generated; 101 by patrol and 29 by the Mu st ;/a,y
code enforcement officer. Twenty seven of the cases had been parking issues which

were corrected almost immediately; the rest were weed and junk issues. The quarter Pwn cffmu,(,
ended with 17 cases still open.

Mayor Pro Tem Smith asked about some specific cases and if they were being

addressed, then moved to the next item on the agenda.

C. Fire Ch u —NIMS
Mr. Rasmussen encouraged those who still needed to get their NIMS 100 and 700
training to complete it by the end of the year. He informed the council they could log
on to FEMA's website and determine what training they had already completed.

D. rk - ni
Mr. Vlasic reported on what the planning commission had been working on the last few
months, including the bike transportation plan and the 40" Street Project. He also
reported there had been a major increase in applications to the planning commission.
The commission had been working on a mixed use ordinance as well, and was in the
process of creating a first draft.  They had also looked at the landscape ordinance and
were making changes to make it more water wise.
Projects for the 2014 year included an update to the land use master plan drawing, a
walkability audit, changes to the sign ordinance to make it more clear, and an update to
the uses in the commercial zones to reflect present uses.
Council Member Orr commented on the move to form based zoning, and asked if South
Ogden should look into it. Mr. Vlasic said the city was 95% built out, and to redo the

e e e —— R ——
November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes Page 5
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72,

After compliance with the provisions of section 11-2-1 of this chapter, the subdivider
shall submit a final plat with the current required number of copies thereof to the
planning commission. Such plat shall be accompanied by a "letter of certification” by the
subdivider's engineer and/or surveyor, indicating that all lots meet the requirements of
the zoning title.

The final plat and accompanying information shall be submitted to the planning
commission at least ten (10) days prior to a regularly scheduled planning commission
meeting to be considered at the meeting.

C. Final Plat Requirements:
The final plat shall be clear and legible, and drawn according to professional engineering
standards. Size of drawing shall be twenty four inches by thirty six inches (24" x 36") with
one-half inch (1/2") border on top, bottom and right sides, left side border shall be one and
one-half inches (11/2".)
The plat shall be so drawn that the top of the sheet faces either north or east, whichever
accommodates the drawing best. The plat shall be made to a scale large enough to clearly
show all details, in any case not smaller than one hundred feet to the inch (1" = 100'), and the
workmanship on the finished drawing shall be neat, clean cut and legible. The plat shall be
signed by all parties mentioned in subsection C7 of this section, duly authorized and required
to sign, and shall contain the following information:

1

2,

oy S ok i cltzen’S Jovelamat
citizen ellected of <cials o we ,’A N ‘;‘e;rd(}:i;ﬂ?mﬁdtf

The subdivision name, and the general location of the subdivision, in bold letters at the
top of the sheet.

Where a subdivision complies with the cluster subdivision provisions of the zoning title
and this chapter, the final plat shall indicate underneath the subdivision name, the
words "cluster subdivision”.

A north arrow and scale of the drawing, and the current date.

Accurately drawn boundaries, showing the proper bearings and dimensions of all
boundary lines of the subdivision. These lines should be slightly heavier than street and
lot lines.

The names, widths, lengths, bearings and curve data on center lines of proposed streets,
alleys and easements; also the boundaries bearing and dimensions of all portions within
the subdivision as intended to be dedicated to the use of the public; the lines,
dimensions bearings and numbers of all lots, address of lots within the subdivision. All
lots are to be numbered consecutively under a definite system approved by the
planning commission. The street naming/numbering and lot addressing shall be
provided by the city engineer and written on the plat by the subdivider's engineer
and/or surveyor.

Parcels of land to be dedicated as public park, storm water detention basins or to be
permanently reserved for private common open space shall be included in the lot
numbering system and shall also be titled "public park" or "private common open
space", whichever applies.

The standard forms approved by the planning commission for all subdivision plats
lettered for the following:

Description of land to be included in subdivision, with total acres.

Notary public's acknowledgement,

g:vnning ‘:on:,miss;oig:;t cenifﬁcate of Tppfoval. Mo 9aﬁ LY ¢ f{‘ zeemS ,‘f
engineer's ce e of approval.
City attorney’s certificate of approval. form hused code af f fov

Fempanose

:\ three inch by 'three inch (3" x 3") space in the lower right-hand corner of the drawing

or recording information. ik .

I dp)t tfree with ﬂ“-;! P/unh‘r; Commissiomers and G 7‘}' ‘
J Theyaete the OUY

Monager are ofl & sinted by the mayor. (0¥ Cowmesel

flecting restdodfs, TE city cownci( does nlgtl:’g;‘f; ’fb éf’m,

Land surveyor's certificate of survey.
Owner's dedication certificate. A’ se we NO [o’l! ’e/‘ e J wotracy?

’
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CITY: South Ogden City, Utah, / %
wog,&l Ke

CITY COUNCIL: City Council of South Ogden City, Utah. {p see G

CITY ENGINEER: Any registered civil engineer appointed by the ity managerto Rlﬁd ""{

accomplish the objectives of this title; provided, that no such person may serve the city and a aw’ e

subdivider in the city simultaneously where the engineer would have to check his own work or the c

work of a member of his firm regarding any subdivision in the city. ¢ifizens coqfe Mofe

EASEMENT: That portion of a lot or lots reserved, granted or arising in behalf of and for thg preze"tt ﬁl: "

or future use by a person or agency other than the legal owner or owners of the property or Commlbn ,’
properties. The easement may be for use under, use on, or use above the lot or lots. '&

LOT: A parcel of land comprising a unit within a subdivision or a unit of land for building 04\. a" Aon~-
development or transfer of ownership, with such yards, open spaces, lot width and area as required (¢ r‘rz e”'

by the zoning title of South Ogden City having frontage upon street or upon right of way approved
by the planning commission and/or the board of adjustment.

LOT COMBINATION: The altering of a subdivision plat by joining two (2) or more of an owner's
contiguous, residential lots into one lot,

LOT RIGHT OF WAY: An easement of not less than sixteen feet (16') wide reserved by the lot owners
as private access to serve the lots through which it passes.

MASTER STREET PLAN: A plan, labeled "master street plan of the city of South Ogden", approved by
the city council upon recommendation of the planning commissian.

OFFICIAL MAP: A map adopted by the city council under Utah Code
§ 10-9a-407 as may, from time to time be amended.

PARCEL OF LAND: A contiguous quantity of land, in the possession of, or owned by, or recorded as
the property of the same claimant or person.

PLAT VACATION: The elimination of a plat, in whole or in part, which vacation may apply to |
subdivided lots, roads, alleys, easements, and other areas depicted or dedicated on the plat. |

PERSON: Any individual, corporation, partnership, firm or association of individuals however styled
or designated.

PLANNING COMMISSION: The South Ogden City planning commission. I

PROPERTY LINE ADJUSTMENT: The adjustment of a mutual boundary line between the owners of
adjacent parcels described by either a metes and bounds description or as a lot within a recorded

plat.

PROTECTION STRIP: A strip of land running parallel and adjacent to a public street and the abutting
private property, created to control the access of property owners abutting the street.

STREET: A thoroughfare dedicated to the public and accepted by proper public authority, or a
thoroughfare of standard width which has become a public thoroughfare by right of use and which
affords the principal access to the abutting property.

|
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She then informed the council of a Safe Kids Road Respect Rally on Saturday, at the
Ogden Amphitheater from twelve noon to two p.m.

— asked staff to make sure an explanation was put on the
bill concerning the sewer rate increase so residents would be informed.
He then confirmed that the next council meeting would be held at the bowery at
Friendship Park.
He then asked if the weeds along Highway 89 and Washington Boulevard were
anything the city could do something about. Parks and Public Works Director
Andersen said those streets were the state’s jurisdiction and the city could not do
anything about them,
Council Member Porter then said he had been coaching his son’s rec baseball team,
and complimented staff on how well things had been going.

~ was concerned with the rates the city charges for use of
the gym facility; Bonneville’s basketball team wanted to use it for a fundraiser, but the
cost was too high. He would like the city to look into the rates to make sure they
were affordable.
He then asked the proper way to get a traffic study done for signage in a certain area.
Should he go through Val or Matt? The mayor informed him he should go through
Matt.
Council Member Smith then concluded by asking if the city could look into getting an
island placed in the middle of Washington Boulevard between 36™ and 40" Streets;
he wondered if it could happen in time to do it in conjunction with the repaving
coming up in September. He thought it would slow traffic down and beautify the
area. The council then discussed what they knew about the process of talking to

UDOT and how to proceed.

Council Member Strate —« ted the city needed to make sure that in the

process of widening of 40th Street, it also looked at enhancing and beautifyingthe & J 4 4ree
street, not just widening it. Add Hees,

He also had a request for a traffic study and would get with Matt to look into it. & (Can ¢/f (20
Council Member Strate then concluded with an issue concerning a resident who had A §
been charged for an extra garbage can unknowingly. Council Member Strate also fek af Yhe
asked if itemizing the bill would let residents know what they are being charged for. ¢, - J

He then asked what the policy was in refunding the resident. Mr. Bradshaw said $el clad, /?
three years was typically what could be done. W‘ly no * P” hd

Council Member Benard ~ liked the idea of doing a council meeting at Friendship froll d/ 7
Park during South Ogden Days, but thought it should be added to the South Ogden )' xlrhe
Days published schedule. under 4pry

He then asked if staff had reported on the market study done on salaries. Mr, |
Bradshaw informed him that the study would be forthcoming and they would receive S£reef |
it before the next council meeting. Council Member Benard said he had concerns

that some of the raises and benefits being offered were above market. i m/)(wemu.n |
C.  City Manager — not present. ikstead of
D. City Attorney Ken Bradshaw - nothing to report. be "Iy 50({‘”4
Mayor Minster then called for a motion to adjourn city council meeting. a"‘d A / / d L
awe y 4
June 5, 2012 Gty Councll Meeting Page 7
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Downtown/Neighborhood Specific Issues

o Downtown area is in need of cleaning up and redevelopment

o Redevelopment should transform large parking lots into a city center which is green,
attractive, and has architectural distinction

o Downtown should be distinct from Ogden

o Desire for commercial area downtown which is pedestrian-friendly and appealing

o Need to slow traffic and increase pedestrian safety across Washington Blvd in the
downtown area

o Need to encourage home improvements, property upkeep, and architectural continuity

o Need to encourage home ownership

o Need zoning which preserves existing desirable characteristics of downtown residential
area and encourages sensitive, appropriate redevelopment and subdivision of property

| Land Use and Neighborhood Design Analysis
Based on the results from the Julwn_lgtnhy survey, residents of South Ogden are clearly
l satisfied with their city. This is due to a number of Factors including location, their feeling of
safety, and the small-town feel of the neighborhood. (For details, see the survey responses in the
| appendix.) It is also apparent that issues and concerns will continue to arise as growth and

! development continue to influence the region. 5, V‘r “‘ch ﬂ"",’f row 50 drastic dl’ ?

The following analysis identifies current needs and improvements which need attention in order
to maintain the level of satisfaction in the midst of change. (Howv does soweone Jjump Yo this
(one /a.”z‘aza 7)
Where M5t IDevelopment and redevelopment in established areas will need to be undertaken creatively
citizens and carefully in order to maintain the integrity and feeling of safety within existing
ingut neighborhoods. Zoning ordinances and development approval processes should incorporate
np design guidelines which ensure sensitivity to existing, stable neighborhoods.
reg m{b\,

; tablished development patterns should be extended to adjacent vacant sites where they exist.
€eM 85K87 A reas which are actively being developed within the southern portion of the City should be
3 appropriately constructed in response to adjacent uses and applicable ordinances and building
Bare ;‘:' codes.
Web i
.;p/ South Ogden is a city of neighborhoods; many of which are often geographically isolated from
"Wfp ., other parts of the city by such physical features as roads, streams, steep slopes, and buildings.
')o sting$ Existing neighborhoods should be strengthened by physically connecting residents to their
ot ¢t neighborhood and to nearby destinations. They should be woven to each other and back into the
n X community fabric. This can be achieved in part by providing a system of urban street trails for
res :‘:}” safe and walkable movement through neighborhoods and eventually across major roads which
w +  dissect the city.

There is a perceived lack of community gathering places which can support and functions,
events and programs and otherwise contribute to the overall cohesion of community. Because
South Ogden has limited access to large parcels of vacant land, opportunities to build facilities—
both buildings and outdoor public spaces—which can support community and city-sponsored

Land Use & Neighborhood Design 2-10
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Policy I: Cooperate with adjacent communities to plan for commercial and office
development along key transportation corridors. Capitalize on major employment
centers in the area, such as Weber State University, McKay Dee Hospital, and
Hill Field.

Goal 2: Redevelop areas which are economically depressed, blighted or incompatible with
surrounding land uses " His?
up Wi i5)

EQQ[eclgw I Ellmlnate blighted and unsightly areas within the City, while encouraging
approprlate economic growth of lheseamas Btud IJ n the eye of the beholder. Seme

eople in R-2 Zone ore plderly or wee buyi previcesly owned
s Policy 1: The City wlll camfully study and’ provide appropriat a&ststance’ e”;’{ wko o 4
ho bqe

areas in need of redevelopment or economic development assistance.

Physied or ,4;“

Policy 2: The City will consider appropriate incentives, tax abatement and other Meg,

assistance as needed in order (0 aftract the highest level of development.  g¢ .. 1'07
Iﬁ’ lef he who hes never hed [ids, ;glyﬁa! or keal R problon [deperssion ”””t‘l I’;Oﬂ

Policy 3: The City will encoumge evelopment of the west Side of Washington ¢

Blvd., between 4000 South and 3600 South, potentially as a lifestyle center.
K phat is this! r
Policy 4: The City will promote redevelopment around City Hall, including
nclghborhood -scale retail development. g bo the loced res: ‘“g W‘O live arcurd the

Vet ¢his? IF nefyyhe is A
ety 5 The Gty will Teus redvaoen s feighbe & bl k.

between 3600 South and 4000 South to improve the appearance and economic
vitality of this important gateway to South Ogden.
// % of City revenue ceme from enforee ment Eines ( Hrﬂy than ey othe,
Goal 3: Ewabﬂsbmakdme City that will serve as the city center
Gty in tewporison )

Objective I: Provide South Ogden City with an area that feels like the “heart of the
community.” .2 St 0}"'}\ flua‘!'y

Policy I: Promote the development of a smaller-scale, walkable city center near
City Hall.

Policy 2: Encourage the development of infrastructure that will create a
connection between the east and west sides of Washington Blvd. Q’ Sourds Good! { |
Please foeus your ener C’ms here ond not on teasin  tewing up R- R-2 Homes.
Goal 4: Promote the welfare of South Ogden ltymddenbbymvldiag
neighborhood goods and services, uuﬂsfldﬁﬂdnghom—bmbmmomfmﬂda

where appropriate
Objective 1: Encourage small-scale neighborhood retail development in both the n
and gﬂ%gl_,io_m_nfdw City. Mo theak v,
1€ City Counal 1 their neighbors wak
Socio-Economic Analysis gy 0&}54 50'6{& 0/0 ow with. ﬁe ¥

Condition thet it will be forever ol :
baned fron, f-2 Zomes wmd /d@ ‘Zons V"’é‘,w:',‘,-g?‘ww
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We are Tuxed o 2 higher rafe ﬂ‘;«roﬁef tities. M'y}e if resideats wyc'lo.

tuxed less) they wadd have more ddecs fo fix wp /mintin homes § yarg,
South Ogden City General Plan Update

Table 3-2
Comparison of Revenues as Percent of Total Revenues, Part |

REVENUES AS PERCENT OF TOTAL REVENUES . ith lower ToKeS
General Fund Budgets, 2007 Boutifel i5 @ MiCe city MR deesv't y“”‘(‘ revend
Part 1 Comparison Whet s(e othec tuxes 0wl aty
South North Pleasant
Ogden Toocle Bountiful  Ogden Grove  Lehi Springville
Property tax 2% % | | 19% 18% 2% 16% 17% 15%
Sales tax 30% 7% 2% 26% 23% 13% 30%
Other taxes 16% 17% %L 1 3% 1% 1%
Licenses and permits Ou ity i3, built wt, 0 mefes smse s wodd be (v, The PRUD on
Whal con not including bidg Yok ’{r«/ has net been ey Suecefs fel,
workes permits % 1% % 1% 0% 16% 1%
('t ¢y~ Bailding permiss 3% 3% 5% % 5% 17% 5%
Intergovernmental
a’:gé WOTE  ovene ™ 12% 1% 9% 1% “ 7%
> Charges for services | 3% % | o% % 1% 36% 14% n%
Dees oW -5 Fines and forfeitures | 12% 1% 1% 3% % % %
City "6leer"  Miscellancous .
revenue 1% 1 % " 1% % %
ﬂfvulae 67 TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
It seous lie
enborcement for
Cines ond forfe r‘f«m is Table 3-3
Mwm“g} higher tfan Comparison of Revenues as Percent of Total Revenucs, Part 11
other citied.
REVENUES AS PERCENT OF TOTAL REVENUES
General Fund Budgets, 2007
Part [ Comparison
South American  Spanish Brigham
Ogden Fork Fork Herriman  City Centerville  Kaysville
Property tax 2% 15% 12% 13% 5% 13% 7%
Sales tax 30% 33% 32% 6% 3% 0% %
Other taxes 16% 12% 17% % 12% 15% 16%
Licenses and
permits not
including bidg
permits 2% 0% 8% 0% 1% 1% 1%
Building permis | 3% 2% 0% 5% % 5%
Intergovernmental
revenue ™ 6% 8% 5% 13% 5% 8%
Charges for services | 3% 25% 20% 3% 29% 10% 14%
Fines and forfeirures | 12% 3% 0% 1% 2% % 1%
Miscellaneous
revenue 1% 1% 3% 2% % 3% 20%
TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Socio-Economic Analysis 39

|
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_South Ogden City General Plan Update

Figure 3-4
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Tax

As shown in Table 3-4, South Ogden City has one of the highest tax rates in Weber County,
surpassed only by Washington Terrace and Ogden City. Based on the City’s municipal services
rate, for every $100,000 of market value on a primary residence, a homeowner would pay $155°
to South Ogden City annually. For every $100,000 of commercial value, a property owner
would pay $283." In comparison, for $100,000 of commercial value, a property owner in the
neighboring cities of Ogden would pay $391; in Washington Terrace would pay $320; and in
Riverdale would pay $113. While South Ogden’s rate is higher-than-average, two of its
neighboring cities also have relatively high rates, thus mitigating some of the loss of
competitiveness that could occur with other areas of the County.

Table 3-4

Property Tax Rates for Cities in Weber County

PROPERTY TAX RATES
Farr West

Hooper City

Plain City

Uintah

Huntsville

Riverdale

Harrisville

Pleasant View

North Ogden

Roy

South Ogden

Washington Terrace

Ogden

Source: Utah State Tax Commission

0.00028

0.000366
0.000519
0.000757
0.001066
0.001131
0.001548
0.002189
0.002435
0.002451
0.002825
0.003203
0.003905

? Calculated as follows: $100.000 x 0,55 (primary residential exemption) x 002825 = $155,

! Calculated as follows: $100.000 x 002825 ~ $283.
Socio-Economic Analysis
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Y2,
" . 0ne Nafiop undes God indivir

Whal does the pactof The plege of allegdance , W librly ond justice for oll mes?
South Ogden City General Plas Update

( Who Came u/l with this? This is éﬂﬁdfl'lhill;f:‘ox. And Frejud/‘ze,
>Goal 2: Redevelopment of areas which are economically depressed, blighted or incompatible

with surrounding land uses.

What happened 1o, " Give me Your Fired, your pooc; your heddled
Existing Redevelopment Areas "M455€5 YY€a/niny o bredd) fre e, the weelched cefuse of
Figure 3-5 shows South Ogden City's four RDA areas. The Northwest Area RDA, shown in vz, ~ R
green, is the largest in geographic size (69.15 acres), and contains several large businesses, C”“y
including Costco, Walgreens and Big 5 Sporting Goods. There are a few vacant parcels in this Shore,

RDA, located north of Big 5 and on the corner of S. Riverdale Road and 37" Street. The fe Se '%l(
Northwest Area RDA was created in September 2003 and will extend through 2016 -- a 13-year, 2 ﬁc

timeframe,
o 55
The 36" Street RDA, shown in blue, is much smaller (12.88 acres) and has only one major ;‘V"J/- %

retailer -- Macey's. This RDA was formed in November 2002 and is scheduled to extend ry -&({
through 2021. ley, p
i The Washington Blvd. RDA Area, showfl~ 4, 7%,
South Ogden RDA Areas in purple and located at the northern end e,V
. of the City along Washington Blvd, is lhcjo// ‘7(
TR ks &l | smallest in geographic size (5 acres). o % A
‘:i - TS Nl | Albertson’s is its major tenant. This ’A” (P
f %J - R | RDA was established in December 1982<", * &
‘-"?*,, by P and will terminate in 2008. A more 9 f\-’? 6;
3t R L N ) detailed map of these three areasis € "2 75
provided in Figure 3-6. ) >, "X‘O i ej
2 g
The last RDA area shown below is the /;fq:é' “
Hinckley RDA area which was %G %
established in February 2001 and is 2, %};‘g

area does not have any major tenants,
Albertson's is located immediately
adjacent to the south. This RDA covers
7.03 acres. Figure 3-7 provides a more 0{’ <

detail map of this area.
e po 37% oé/ 13% e,

scheduled through 2016. Although this <
%

Socio-Economic Auw{n{;): ';f’: \/w;f{f‘&?r} Wis o ,/?’1' %
’ i -
%m. She had stawr peﬁ:nnal ,o;::e?% 4’:;7 % g

tnges, hut did oS best she could tougidering, % %
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[ _South Ogden City General Plan Update
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Table 3-8 '
Historical Retail Sales — South Ogden Abwt time p¥ "fom
HISTORICAL RETAIL SALES, SOUTH OGDEN / d taler 9‘ ;P m;::(é\ den,
City Direct Sales 2002 Direct Sales 2003 Direct Sales 2004 Direct Sales 2005 Direct Sales 2006 AAGR @

South Ogden s 125634555 s 128317429 s 163,168,757 s 191 858 268 s 207,558,367 13%
Weber
Comaty $ 2552414748 S 2599184450 $ 2758768928 $ 2895409713 $ 3253504600 6%

Retail Locations. There are two main commercial locations in South Ogden City - one located at
the north end of the City, and the other at the south end. Analysis of these two locations, Figure ., (( 722
3-11 and Tables 3-9 and 3-10, shows considerably more population, and therefore more buying £~ e
Egﬁer. associated with the northern location. The northern location is surrounded by higher- This Cm‘/“{%
ensity, more urban-type development, while the southern location is more suburban in nature. 6 o #
Commercial development in the northem portion o VU H2Z gy
redevelopment. Therefore, a location in the northern
pedestrian-oriented, walkable commercial development
for lifestyle-center type development.
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Appendix A: South Ogden Community Survey Summary

Demographics and Concerns

0 73 percent of all respondents are 45 years of age and older; 12 percent are 35-44 years, 13
percent are 25-34 years and only 2 percent fall between 18-24 years of age. Clearly, the
survey is heavily skewed to older individuals. Only 36 percent of the population is 45
years or older.

0 99 percent of respondents own a home with only one percent reporting they rent.
However, according to the 2000 Census, 77 percent of the population owned their home
with the remaining 23 percent of the population renting. It is apparent that the majority
of renters who received this survey, did not return it. This suggests that those who rent in
South Ogden may lack a sense of investment in the City.

0 The top three concerns with City services include: (1) laws/ordinances enforced; (2)
sidewalks and trails; and (3) traffic.

Public Safety

0 95 percent of respondents feel safe in South Ogden, but 25 percent feel less safe than they
did five years ago. 53 percent feel as safe as, and eight percent feel safer than they did
five years ago.

o The biggest concern expressed, with regards to the Police Department, is burglary and
thefl, followed by vandalism and property destruction.

Parks, Trails and Recreation

0 In terms of priorities for parks, trails and recreation, respondents gave first priority to the
preservation of open space, followed by trails linking various parts of the community

together, and additional parks.
Gisens wece Mt usked
Economic Development CiHzen £ movin
/l' Are you wdavor © , J
What the citizens would like more of:
s

« Entertainment (bowling, arcades, miniature golf, etc.) 0 you Con ead ol o
« Specialty food stores (bakeries, deficatessen, health, etc.)

What the citizens want to keep the same: (By the wey, the
oo i peple you will be
Wit th ltases s toas of moving Ot may be
s i Bt
« National chain stores on their tables) AM
Medoyelds s ,reﬂy buJy ondl restarands wotld afira/o/g”
Avpendixh  Was recaitly remodeled, Nite because the* poorer csy
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o The most frequently requested goods and services in South Ogden include more sit-down

restaurants, hardware stores, and a pool/recreation center. ( ntem iHens in Survey were

(em pyd fogether) Mot a Jood

o When asked what best described the “heart” of South Ogden City, one third of Surv

respondents (29 percent) reported City Hall area, with 21 percent choosing the V’

Albertson’s/Wal-Mart area and another 21 percent stating Washington Blvd. between

3600 South and 4000 South. It seems there is no clear area residents recognize as the

town center of South Ogden City. Yet, the two areas it is apparent respondents do not

consider the “heart” of the City are the Macey's/Costco area and the Riverdale Road area,

each mentioned as the city center by less than ten percent of respondents. And S0 ')“/ Yo H S'/)’(d'?

0 The survey showed that it is relatively important for there to be a town center in South
Ogden — a mean score of 3.2 on a scale of 1 to 5, with | meaning not important and 5

meaning very imponan'l.——k_j. w 5 & “Tows Coafe,” ’/ein] fa,(/la( So hard ‘Y

our ¢y, 7

0 42.7 percent of respondents make their non-grocery purchases in Riverdale. That is d)' ‘

almost 16 percent higher than the percentage of respondents who make non-grocery Wlpd b
purchases within South Ogden City. Clearly, there is a significant amount of sales

H H it . W
leakage taking place m‘ the City. s for Cl'](y rouds Yo be p ﬁ”er /Y l’fr:(dd //ée
Neighborhood Analysis N@inFtined . Froper med meinfence saes §'in long ,,,
Please fix aur local roads priev o teacing ot Goigf , g,
o Generally speaking, residents in the southeast portion of the City wish were more ""?‘4/ I
hopping opportunities in their neighborhood. However, residents in the central and &y N
northern parts of the City (mean score of 2.8 and 3.1 respectively on a scale of 1 to 5, ;?"(4
50 p W{' ﬁe Jn With | meaning strongly disagree and 5 meaning strongly agree) do not feel as strongly ’

;,\ “‘:rw,( abouuhencedformomshoppingoppor_iﬂ\i_lic_s.é_ A]m‘ We have hed ﬂ‘d}' 0’1

neiy‘ bor * 0 When asked if there is enough availability of affordable housing in their neighborhood, €KX f”l(uq/
# respondents in the north end of the City are the most likely to feel there is enough . ﬁ
0y "7 affordable housing (mean score of 3.6). Conversely, residents in the southeast portion of with ., nc
de‘f e NO’Y the City are the least likely to think there is enough affordable housing in their (l ) it
2o 7incighborhoods (mean score of 3.1). 3
o Residents in rtheast part of South Ogden have the least sense of community (mean é
score of 3.1)"and those with the most sense of community reside in the central part of the eard @rm

city (mean score of 3.8). the jp ile

0 Respondents in the southwest portion of South Ogden consider their neighborhoods to be 0‘ n y
the most clean and welcoming (mean score of 4.2). Those respondents living in the h e
northeast part of the city were the least likely to think of their neighborhood as clean and
welcoming (mean score of 3.3). ( 5' bld(/c;

o People generally feel safe walking in their neighborhoods in the daytime. Those dV‘-’)
residents that are the least likely to feel safe, live in the northeast portion of the city

Appendix A i oy, A2
Trathfully (ot ’&ez/ A tome fo w publ meeting ond

be heard en the )t redesign feof/e ot o tYheir
homes based un a Sarvy,
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(mean score of 4.0). During the evening, residents in this same section of the city are
also the least likely to feel safe (mean score of 3.0).

0 The survey results suggest that traffic speeds in residents’ neighborhoods are generally
safe, with all neighborhoods reporting a mean score of 3.3 to 3.6.

Planning and Development

0 When asked if there were any facilities, services, or amenitics that South Ogden should
offer, 36 percent of respondents suggested a pool/recreation center, with nine percent
saying a library and eight percent requesting better provision of city services (law
enforcement).

o The most critical development issues (short-term and long-term) include parks and open
space, sidewalks and trails and the desire for less development.

0 Regarding land use/planning, streets/sidewalks, economic development and parks,

recreation, trails and cultural arts, respondents were asked to rank how South Ogden

should prioritize its resources on a scale of | to 5, with | meaning significantly more and

5 meaning significantly less. Concerning land use and planning, respondents suggested

that code enforcement of rundown properties was the most important (mean score of

1.87). Regarding streets and sidewalks, respondents suggested both condition of

sidewalks and traffic congestion should be ?ivcn highest priority (mean score of 2.39 and

2,40 respectively). 367 Sed Tekes [nge Js pake o bft hood tucn tha, w070 shed

vhick has & fupy median, Thie sally 15 net & sigaifbiced delay oy ot

o Concerning economic development and parks and recredtion, msponcéms reported tl(al L

highest priority should be given to restaurant development and land for open space,  Y#ic g o

correspondingly.\ Yoim sted,
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2.9 Boulevard.

1.Intent.

The Bouk s a high streot for higher speeds with a
wider right-of-wary, one way only in this case, It serves ail types of

development and provides crosstown connections. Refer to the typical

plan and section, Figure 2.9 (1)

2.General Requirements.
B shall be & d using the guigelines in Table 2.9 (1)
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Figure 2.9 (2). Altemative 120" Right-of with Local Lanes Boulevard.

Boulevard Requirements

Core A

Core B

Coro C
Permitted Districts - "

Genernl B

General C
Permitted Adjacen Storetront

t General S1wop

Bullding Types Crvie Butking
Typical Right-of-Way

100°; 120" sarnative
Width
Vehicular Realm .
Travel Lanes up 1o 2 lanes each divection
Lane Width _ 120 12" with Mluﬂ\c
Allowable Turn m«mnmuumgnmmmu
Lanes intersections
Pandng Lanes* Both sides, paraiel only

Pavement Width 72" 10? 120’ atematives
Pomumo mmﬁmmvm ptoltvm 12

ak:ydc F.dlmes’ Deqmm Shared; O/cb Mck al.mlM

Pedestrian Realm
Minimum 5° wide clear siownlk on both sides
Pedestrian Facilities with bulbouts

mmmums mhrﬂsaoemeo:
Buffer furnishings rone, both sides; sdjacent to

' Reforance 2.2.5 for onstreet parking requinements
2 W-@o £2§_kav_ bicycle facility types and requirements

=
n22

Table 2.9 (1). Boulevard Requirements,
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Attachment A

40" Street Concept Boards

o W5k ?m STudentts

Chosen EXCe(ﬁf 6t Commats Fom

November 19, 2013 City Council Minutes

|
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8.

Students scrutinize options for 40th Street
Corridor

FRIDAY , APRIL 24,2015 - 1:16 PM

rrido

SOUTH OGDEN — On Tuesday, a group of college students gave the South Ogden City
Council a glimpse of what 40th Street could look like with a dedicated transit line and
redeveloped commercial nodes featuring mixed-use options.

“Employment growth rates show that there will be a massive increase in the next 25 years in
Weber County. Now is the time to really prepare for that,” said Max Backlund, a masters student
in city planning at the University of Utah.

Backlund is one of five students from Weber State University and the University of Utah who
participated in a joint community planning workshop class. His team included Kyle Beswick,
Mike Mason, Sam Stout and Shane Tumbow, and they were tasked with collecting and analyzing
data about the 40th Street corridor.

The east-west route links Weber State University and McKay Dee Hospital to Riverdale Road
and Newgate Mall. While it varies from two to four lanes along that stretch, the students found
that its traffic count came close to vehicle numbers that travel the six-lane Washington

Boulevard. Section of Y074 575?0‘ for redeyelopment ;n 5 outh ?dlu Shows 20/3
In 2011, the average daily traffic coum Washington was 23,470 comp?': to 21
40th Street. UDOT from AMST wrer /6,000 ﬂu; lownd /s

However, the student findings revealcd that the South Ogden corridor traverses a ‘tmnsn- é ; Ogdley
discretionary™ area consisting of mostly white, middle-class residents, which translates into | T giie Ly,
dependency on mass transit. They eoncludcd that offering more amenities would entice people to
us‘;ElraTmlTlﬁis—a'Ea. & These studads pre noi South Ogden City Resideds amd s-/ade.,g
But the area also showed latent demand for walking and biking, activities that arc currently Mot tra oy
limited by lack of shoulders and walkways along the corridor — and in areas where sidewalks do <
exist, those narrow strips run directly alongside the road. j’ﬂ“l{_
Much of the real estate that borders 40th Street consists of older single-family homes with long
life spans, and shopping centers erected in the 1980s that are due fomm_—'

ccording to their analysis, the corridor connects to seven commercial acres that, if rezoned for
mixed used and higher-density residential housing, could transform into transit-oriented
developments.
Key transit stops — for either a rapid transit bus or streetcar — include McKay Dee Hospital,
Madison Avenue, Adams Avenue and Washington Boulevard.
In addition to pulling from several data sources, the students also relied on South Ogden’s 2008
general plan which indicated high-density mixed use surrounding the new city hall at 40th Street
and Adams Avenue.
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because as they were asking the questions about 10-1-14, that question came to my
mind regarding zoning ordinances, map amendments, conditional use permits and
things like that. So, that was why | asked that question. And then the other
question | had is, is | guess they already posed it, so, what does, what did they mean,
or what does it mean when it says this title? Is that, if it says this title, is that, how big
isthat? Ken Bradshaw: Depending on the language in the entire body of the code, it
can refer to an individual title, depending on how it’s defined, or it may apply to more
than one of the titles in your code. So it depends on how it’s written.  Council
Member Strate: Is it possible that it could be defined, that this title could be defined?
Ken Bradshaw: Well, yah, it gets defined all the time. Council Member Strate: Okay.
Very good. So, | guess the question is, because they, there’s this ten day thing that
was mentioned, Sallee mentioned it, and | guess that last sentence on 10-1-4, I'm not
sure, do we have any background on that? Uh, the city council may overrule the
planning commission’s recommendation by a majority vote of its members and it cites
city council meeting of 12/5/2000, Ordinance 00-24. Does that ordinance define
what that sentence means? Would we have to look? Ken Bradshaw: I'mnot...,
yeah, I'd have to go look. I'm not sure, Council Member Strate: Okay, yes, we'd have
to look. I'm sorry for taking that time. | will defer now. Thank you.

C. City Manager — Reported a new human resource specialist had been hired. He then
reminded the council of the upcoming Utah League of Cities and Towns Conference
September 10™ -12%,

Mr. Dixon then informed the council a group of entities from Weber County had been

meeting with the goal of preparing an RFP for a county wide recreation master plan.

The idea was to work closely together and share recreational facilities. Those involved

hoped that RAMP funds could be used for the master plan.

He also reported he and the mayor had met with PEC concerning the design of the

Harrison Boulevard/Highway 89 interchange.

Mr. Dixon concluded his reports by saying the 40” Street project had been slowed dow & no l‘(
due to the possible involvement of UTA by making 40th Street a major transit corridor.

They wanted to make sure the project was done correctly.

D. City Attorney Ken Bradshaw — nothing to report.

City Recorder Leesa Kapetanov then reminded everyone the next council meeting was
scheduled to be held at Madison Park.

Vil ADJOURN

Mayor Minster then indicated it was time to adjourn the meeting and called for a motion to
do so.

Council Member Smith moved to adjourn, followed by a second from Council Member Porter.
The vote to adjourn was unanimous.

The meeting ended at 7:31 pm.

August 19, 2014 City Council Meeting Page9
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CHARACTER OF THE COMMUNITY

This is a 126 acre site that currently encompasses the Ogden Golf and Country Club. The surrounding
area is fully developed in South Ogden City as well as Washington Terrace and Riverdale City. Most of
the surrounding area is made up of long established residential neighborhoods, with limited commercial
uses located north of 40th Street in South Ogden, which is an arterial street. Access to the Ogden Golf
and Country Club is from U.S. 89, a main arterial street that divides the golf course into two separate
parcels. A tunnel is located under the street, providing a direct pedestrian link between the two parcels,
and continuous pedestrian circulation throughout the course,
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NEED FOR MUNICIPAL SERVICES

Area 3 has been planned for development expansion for several years. The utilities necessary to
facilitate this development are available through South Ogden City and the Uintah Highlands
Improvement District. As development is approved, costs to connect to or expand the utilities will be
paid by the developers, with the costs to maintain public improvements will be offset by the anticipated
increase in tax revenues,

MATE OF T,
The small size of this annexation area, coupled by the fact that infrastructure is readily available

supports the notion that costs can be easily absorbed by the increase in tax revenue generated by new
development. Service costs will either remain the same or be reduced assuming South Ogden City
provides the services,

THE AFFECTED ENTITIES

Weber County

Uintah City

Ogden City

Weber School District

Uintah Highlands Water and Sewer Improvement District
Central Weber Sewer Improvement District
Weber Mosquito Abatement District
Weber Area 911 Dispatch

Weber Basin Water Conservancy District
Weber Fire District

Weber County Library

Weber/Morgan Health Department
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AREA 7

CHARACTER OF THE COMMUNITY

This area consists of a small parcel approximately three acres in extent. The surrounding South

Ogden community has been developed since the 1970's, and is primarily commercial in character. The
surrounding area also includes a few older homes in addition to some newer homes that have been
developed in recent years. Harrison Boulevard provides access to the site. The roadway is an arterial
street that serves much of the community. The site is located on the toe of a steep slope occupied by
two large water storage tanks and other buildings. The proposed annexation area is located at the
eastern edge of the city, and will create a small island of unincorporated county north of the site. The
site is currently contained in the annexation policy plan for Ogden, although informal discussions with
city staff indicate Ogden City would relinquish that status with the understanding that no services for
the property would be provided on their part. The unincorporated areas south and east of the site are
dominated by open hillsides and scattered residential homes.
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&
£ - SHADOW VALLEY DR

%
4\.,5 -m% ‘E%\.g Q‘t‘%%

sss 5500 S c éér'd SHOSHONE DR

'““»xu,

& £ 8 il Jéq od
! ] (‘"ﬂex
"6‘0
2 S5 §“}’ et he, o
% \0-5 vell 7

£
1475 E

% qps 3 coéno—--- xo e -"

NEED FOR MUNICIPAL SERVICES

According to an assessment by the South Ogden City Engineer, Area 7 would receive culinary water from
the adjacent storage tanks. Water pressure will be an issue for much of the property near Harrison
Boulevard, with pressures tending to be in the more acceptable range of 40 to 50 psi. However, on the
higher portions of the parcel, pressures will be relatively low (approximately 10 psi).

The location of the proposed culinary water connection will also be a potential problem. The culinary
water connections for properties surrounding the subject parcel are all located near the intersection of
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